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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.
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the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of
new books are listed in the first FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of each week.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

9 CFR Part 93

[Docket No. 00-109-1]

Spanish Pure Breed Horses from Spain

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Interim rule and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: We are amending the
regulations for the importation of
Spanish Pure Breed horses from Spain
by removing the requirement that the
health certificate accompanying
imported Spanish Pure Breed horses
from Spain specify that the horses, since
reaching breeding age, have not been on
breeding premises. In place of that
requirement, we will require that the
health certificate accompanying Spanish
Pure Breed horses certify, among other
things, that, since reaching breeding age,
the horses have not been on a farm that
is exclusively a breeding premises; have
not been bred; have not attempted to
breed; and have not been commingled
and left unattended with adult horses of
the opposite sex. We are also correcting
the name of the horse breed association
of Spain. We believe that this action
will relieve unnecessary restrictions on
the importation of Spanish Pure Breed
horses from Spain while continuing to
protect against the introduction and
dissemination of contagious equine
metritis into the United States.

DATES: This interim rule is effective
November 16, 2000. We invite you to
comment on this docket. We will
consider all comments that we receive
by January 16, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Please send four copies of
your comment (an original and three
copies) to: Docket No. 00-109-1,
Regulatory Analysis and Development,

PPD, APHIS, Suite 3C03, 4700 River
Road, Unit 118, Riverdale, MD 20737-
1238.

Please state that your comment refers
to Docket No. 00-109-1.

You may read any comments that we
receive on this docket in our reading
room. The reading room is located in
room 1141 of the USDA South Building,
14th Street and Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, DC. Normal reading
room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except
holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 690-2817
before coming.

APHIS documents published in the
Federal Register, and related
information, including the names of
organizations and individuals who have
commented on APHIS dockets, are
available on the Internet at http://
www.aphis.usda.gov/ppd/rad/
webrepor.html.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Karen A. James, Assistant Director,
Technical Trade Services Team,
National Center for Import and Export,
VS, APHIS, 4700 River Road Unit 38,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1231; (301) 734—
8172.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The regulations in 9 CFR part 93
(referred to below as the regulations)
prohibit or restrict the importation of
certain animals into the United States to
prevent the introduction of
communicable diseases of livestock and
poultry. Subpart C—Horses, § § 93.300
through 92.326 of the regulations,
pertains to the importation of horses
into the United States. Section 93.301 of
the regulations contains specific
provisions for the quarantine and testing
of horses from regions affected with
contagious equine metritis (CEM), a
highly contagious bacterial venereal
disease that affects breeding and
fertility. Section 93.301 also identifies
regions where CEM exists and regions
that trade horses freely with regions
where CEM exists without testing for
CEM. Section 93.301 prohibits, with
certain exceptions, the importation of
horses into the United States from those
areas. The European Union—of which
Spain is a Member State—is listed in
§93.301 as a region where CEM exists
or may exist.

On August 1, 2000, we published in
the Federal Register a final rule (65 FR
46859-46861, Docket No. 99-054—2)
that amended the regulations in § 93.301
to allow Spanish Pure Breed stallions
and mares that are more than 731 days
old that have tested negative for CEM in
the country of origin and have
undergone Federal quarantine upon
arrival in the United States to be
imported into the United States without
being subject to additional quarantine,
testing, and treatment. Essentially, the
final rule allowed Spanish Pure Breed
Horses from Spain to be imported into
the United States under the same
preexport testing and quarantine
conditions that previously applied only
to thoroughbred horses from France,
Germany, Ireland, and the United
Kingdom.

Under the regulations in § 93.301(d),
as amended by our August 1, 2000, final
rule, thoroughbred horses from France,
Germany, Ireland, and the United
Kingdom and Spanish Pure Breed
horses from Spain may be imported into
the United States under certain
conditions. Those conditions include,
among other things, a requirement that
thoroughbred horses from France,
Germany, Ireland, and the United
Kingdom and Spanish Pure Breed
horses from Spain that are presented for
permanent entry into the United States
be accompanied by a health certificate.

Under § 93.301(d)(1)(ii), the health
certificate accompanying such horses
must certify, among other things, that
since reaching 731 days of age, the
horses have not been on breeding
premises in the exporting region. This
requirement is intended to protect
against the introduction of CEM into the
United States by ensuring that only
virgin thoroughbred and Spanish Pure
Breed horses from countries where CEM
exists or may exist are eligible for
importation into the United States
under the requirements in § 93.301(d).
Since CEM is a venereal disease that is
spread primarily by sexual contact
between horses, we believe that
allowing only virgin thoroughbred and
Spanish Pure Breed horses to enter the
United States greatly reduces the risk
that thoroughbred horses from France,
Germany, Ireland, and the United
Kingdom and Spanish Pure Breed
horses from Spain could introduce CEM
into the United States.
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This requirement has not proven to be
burdensome to exporters of
thoroughbred horses because
thoroughbreds are not, by standard
practice, kept on breeding premises.
However, we have been informed that
Spanish Pure Breed horses in Spain are
typically kept on premises where some
breeding may occur. Because of this,
horses from such premises cannot be
certified as not having been on a
breeding premises since reaching 731
days of age. The Government of Spain
has requested that we amend the
regulations in §93.301(d)(1)(ii) to
provide an alternative set of
requirements that take into account this
standard industry practice in Spain.

After considering the Spanish
Government’s request, we are removing
the requirement that the health
certificate accompanying Spanish Pure
Breed horses must certify, among other
things, that since reaching 731 days of
age, the horses have not been on
breeding premises in the exporting
region. Rather, we will require that the
health certificate accompanying Spanish
Pure Breed horses specify that, since
reaching 731 days of age:

» Each horse has never been on a
farm that is exclusively a breeding
premises,

» Each horse has never been bred,

» Breeding of each horse has never
been attempted, and

* Each horse has never been
commingled and left unattended with
adult horses of the opposite sex.

We believe that these four requirements
are adequate and necessary to ensure
that any Spanish Pure Breed horses
from Spain that are imported into the
United States are virgin horses that
present a minimal risk of introducing or
disseminating CEM into the United
States. Thus, from a disease exclusion
and risk reduction standpoint, this
change accomplishes what we intended
in the August 1, 2000, final rule while
making compliance with the regulations
easier for persons exporting Spanish
Pure Breed horses from Spain to the
United States.

This rule will have no effect on the
existing requirements for thoroughbred
horses imported from France, Germany,
Ireland, and the United Kingdom.

In this document, we are also
correcting the name of the breed
association in Spain that is specifically
approved by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture to provide factual, current
information regarding the activities of
Spanish Pure Breed horses for the
purposes of § 93.301(d). In the final rule
mentioned above, we identified the
breed association in Spain as ““Servicio

de Cria Caballar y Remonta.” The
correct name of the Spanish breed
association is “Jefatura de Cria Caballar
Registro Matricula.”

Immediate Action

Immediate action is necessary to
relieve restrictions on the importation of
Spanish Pure Breed horses into the
United States. When we established the
existing requirements for the
importation of Spanish Pure Breed
horses from Spain, we did not anticipate
that compliance with the requirements
would be problematic for exporters of
those horses. We believe that the
changes reflected in this document will
relieve unnecessary restrictions while
continuing to protect against the
introduction of CEM into the United
States. Under these circumstances, the
Administrator has determined that prior
notice and opportunity for public
comment are contrary to the public
interest and that there is good cause
under 5 U.S.C. 553 for making this rule
effective less than 30 days after
publication in the Federal Register.

We will consider comments that are
received within 60 days of publication
of this rule in the Federal Register.
After the comment period closes, we
will publish another document in the
Federal Register. The document will
include a discussion of any comments
we receive and any amendments we are
making to the rule as a result of the
comments.

Executive Order 12866 and Regulatory
Flexibility Act

This rule has been reviewed under
Executive Order 12866. The rule has
been determined to be not significant for
the purposes of Executive Order 12866
and, therefore, has not been reviewed by
the Office of Management and Budget.

On August 1, 2000, we published in
the Federal Register (65 FR 46859—
46861, Docket No. 99—054—2) a final
rule that amended the animal
importation regulations by allowing
Spanish Pure Breed horses to be
imported from Spain into the United
States under the same conditions that
had previously applied only to
thoroughbred horses from France,
Germany, Ireland, and the United
Kingdom. At that time, we conducted a
regulatory flexibility analysis for the
rule that determined that the rule would
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. This rule has the same intended
effect as the August 1, 2000, final rule,
and simply amends the certification
requirements for Spanish Pure Breed
horses from Spain by providing a
different means of certifying that those

horses offered for entry into the United
States have not been bred. Therefore,
this rule will not result in any economic
impacts other than those identified in
the August 1, 2000, final rule.

Under these circumstances, the
Administrator of the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service has
determined that this action will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.

Executive Order 12988

This rule has been reviewed under
Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform. This rule: (1) Preempts all State
and local laws and regulations that are
inconsistent with this rule; (2) has no
retroactive effect; and (3) does not
require administrative proceedings
before parties may file suit in court
challenging this rule.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This rule contains no new
information collection or recordkeeping
requirements under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501
et seq.).

List of Subjects in 9 CFR Part 93

Animal diseases, Imports, Livestock,
Poultry and poultry products,
Quarantine, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Accordingly, we are amending 9 CFR
part 93 as follows:

PART 93—IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN
ANIMALS, BIRDS, AND POULTRY,
AND CERTAIN ANIMAL, BIRD, AND
POULTRY PRODUCTS;
REQUIREMENTS FOR MEANS OF
CONVEYANCE AND SHIPPING
CONTAINERS

1. The authority citation for part 93
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 1622; 19 U.S.C. 1306;
21 U.S.C. 102-105, 111, 114a, 134a, 134b,
134c, 134d, 134f, 136, and 136a; 31 U.S.C.
9701; 7 CFR 2.22, 2.80, and 371.4.

2.In §93.301, paragraph (d)(1)(ii) is
amended as follows:

a. In paragraph (d)(1)(ii), in the
introductory text, second sentence, by
removing the word “shall” and adding
the word “must” in its place.

b. By revising paragraph (d)(1)(ii)(B)
to read as follows:

§93.301 General Prohibitions; exceptions.

* * * *

d
1

*
*
*
*

— =

% * %
% * %

(

(

(i
(B) He or she has examined the

records of the horse’s activities

maintained by a breed association

—
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specifically approved by the
Department ¢ and certified by the breed
association to be current, true, and
factual for the following information:

(1) Identification of the horse by
name, sex, age, breed, and all
identifying marks;

(2) Identification of all premises
where the horse has been since reaching
731 days of age and the dates that the
horse was at such premises;

(3) For thoroughbred horses, that none
of the premises where the horse has
been since reaching 731 days of age are
breeding premises; and

(4) For Spanish Pure Breed horses
from Spain, that since reaching 731 days
of age:

() The horse has never been on a
premises that is exclusively a breeding
premises;

(i) The horse has never been bred;

(1ii) Breeding of the horse has never
been attempted; and

(iv) The horse has never been
commingled and left unattended with

adult horses of the opposite sex;
* * * * *

Done in Washington, DG, this 9th day of
November 2000.

Craig A. Reed,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 00-29365 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2000-NM-325-AD; Amendment
39-11948; AD 2000-22-02 R1]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing
Model 737 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects
information in an existing airworthiness
directive (AD) that applies to all Boeing
Model 737 series airplanes. That AD
supersedes AD 99—05—15, amendment
39-11063, to require revising the FAA-
approved Airplane Flight Manual
(AFM) procedure in the existing AD to

6 The following breed associations and their
record systems have been approved by the
Department: Jefatura de Cria Caballar Registro
Matricula for Spain; Weatherby’s Ltd. for the United
Kingdom and Ireland; Haras du Pain for France; and
Direktorium fur Vollblutzucht und Rennen e.v. for
Germany.

simplify the instructions for correcting a
jammed or restricted flight control
condition. This document corrects the
format for certain AFM material
described in that AD. This correction is
necessary to ensure that the flightcrew
is aware of certain critical recall items
in the AFM procedure that are necessary
to address a condition involving a
jammed or restricted rudder.

DATES: Effective November 13, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steve O’Neal, Aerospace Engineer,
Flight Test Branch, ANM—-160S, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055—4056; telephone (425) 227-2699;
fax (425) 227-1181.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
October 20, 2000, the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) issued AD 2000—
22—02, amendment 39-11948 (65 FR
64134, October 26, 2000), which applies
to all Boeing Model 737 series airplanes.
That AD supersedes AD 96—26-07,
amendment 39-9871 (62 FR 15, January
2,1997), to require revising the FAA-
approved Airplane Flight Manual
(AFM) procedure in the existing AD to
simplify the instructions for correcting a
jammed or restricted flight control
condition. That AD was prompted by an
FAA determination that the procedure
currently inserted in the AFM by the
existing AD is not defined adequately.
The actions required by that AD are
intended to ensure that the flight crew
is advised of the procedures necessary
to address a condition involving a
jammed or restricted rudder.

Need for the Correction

Information obtained recently by the
FAA indicates that certain AFM
material described in AD 2000-22-02
was incorrectly formatted.

The FAA has determined that a
correction to the published format of the
AFM procedure specified in paragraph
(b) of that AD is necessary. The
procedure contains critical recall
(memory) items. The first two
procedural steps, which call for
disengagement of the autopilot and
autothrottle, and their associated text,
are recall items. In standard operational
materials, recall items are indicated to
the flight crew by specifying the
information in a text box. Any
duplication of this procedure in
operational documentation must reflect
the recall nature of these items.
Therefore, paragraph (b) of this AD has
been revised to reference Figure 1 of this
AD, which contains the correct format
in order to emphasize these recall items.
The correction will ensure that the
flightcrew is aware of the critical recall

items in the AFM procedure described
in that AD that are necessary to address
a condition involving a jammed or
restricted rudder.

Correction of Publication

This document corrects the error and
correctly adds the AD as an amendment
to §39.13 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13).

The AD is reprinted in its entirety for
the convenience of affected operators.
The effective date of the AD remains
November 13, 2000.

Since this action only corrects a
formatting error, it has no adverse
economic impact and imposes no
additional burden on any person.
Therefore, the FAA has determined that
notice and public procedures are
unnecessary.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

Adoption of the Correction

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Corrected]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
correctly adding the following
airworthiness directive (AD):

2000-22-02 R1 Boeing: Amendment 39—
11948. Docket 2000-NM-325-AD.

Applicability: All Model 737 series
airplanes, certificated in any category.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To ensure that the flight crew is advised of
the procedures necessary to address a
condition involving a jammed or restricted
rudder, accomplish the following:

Restatement of Certain Requirements of AD
96-26-07

(a) Within 30 days after January 17, 1997
(the effective date of AD 96-26—07,
amendment 39-9871): Revise the Emergency
Procedures Section of the FAA-approved
Airplane Flight Manual (AFM) to include the
following recall item, which will enable the
flight crew to take appropriate action to
maintain control of the airplane during an
uncommanded yaw or roll condition. This
may be accomplished by inserting a copy of
this AD in the AFM.

“UNCOMMANDED YAW OR ROLL
RECALL
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Maintain control of the airplane with all
available flight controls. If roll is
uncontrollable, immediately reduce angle
of attack and increase airspeed. Do not
attempt to maintain altitude until control
is recovered. If engaged, disconnect
autopilot and autothrottle.”

New Requirements of This AD

(b) Within 30 days after the effective date
of this AD: Revise the Normal Procedures
Section of the FAA-approved AFM for Model
737-100 and —200 series airplanes or the
Non-Normal Procedures Section of the FAA-
approved AFM for Model 737-300, —400,

—-500, —600, —700, and —800 series airplanes,
as applicable, to include the procedure
specified in Figure 1 of this AD. This may be
accomplished by inserting a copy of this AD
in the AFM and removing the existing copy
(inserted as required by AD 96-26-07),
entitled “Jammed Flight Controls.”
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“UNCOMMANDED RUDDER
Condition: Uncommanded rudder pedal displacement or pedal
kicks.
AUTOPILOT (ifengaged). . . ......covivuieiiieenannn, DISENGAGE

Maintain control of the airplane with all available flight controls. If
roll is uncontrollable, immediately reduce pitch/angle of attack and
increase airspeed. Do not attempt to maintain altitude until control
is recovered.

AUTOTHROTTLE (ifengaged). .. .......covcvivnniannnn. DISENGAGE
Verify thrust is symmetrical.

YAWDAMPER SWITCH. . ... oottt iiiiiiiieinninnnann OFF
RUDDER TRIM. .. .ciitiiiiiinneiinenaennrnnnncnnenns CENTER
RUDDERPEDALS.......ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiian e FREE & CENTER

Use maximum force including a combined effort of both pilots, if
required to free and center the rudder pedals.

If rudder pedal position or movement is not normal and the condition is not
the result of rudder trim:

SYSTEM B FLIGHT
CONTROLSWITCH. ... ...ciiiiiiiiiiiiiriennannnn STBY RUD

A slight rudder deflection may remain, but continued rudder pedal
pressure may help maintain an in-trim condition.

Sufficient directional control is available on landing using differential
braking and nose wheel steering.

Crosswind capability may be reduced.

Do not use autobrakes.

Consider checking rudder freedom of movement at a safe altitude using
slow rudder inputs while in the landing configuration and at approach
speed.

If condition was the result of rudder trim or environmental factors:

YAWDAMPERSWITCH. ...ttt iiiiiiiinannas ON

Accomplish the normal DESCENT — APPROACH and LANDING checklists.”

FIGURE 1
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(c) It is acceptable to modify the format of
the above procedure to reflect the format
used by individual carriers. However, the
procedural sequence, memory items, and/or
associated text may not be modified, except
by submitting a request for an alternative
method of compliance (AMOC) as specified
in paragraph (d) of this AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(d) An AMOC or adjustment of the
compliance time that provides an acceptable
level of safety may be used if approved by
the Manager, Seattle Aircraft Certification
Office (ACO), FAA. Operators shall submit
their requests through an appropriate FAA
Principal Operations Inspector, who may add
comments and then send it to the Manager,
Seattle ACO.

Note 1: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Seattle ACO.

Special Flight Permits

(e) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Effective Date

(f) The effective date of this amendment
remains November 13, 2000.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
November 9, 2000.
Donald L. Riggin,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 00-29403 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 30214; Amdt. No. 2021]
Standard Instrument Approach

Procedures; Miscellaneous
Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment establishes,
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAP’s) for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of changes
occurring in the National Airspace
System, such as the commissioning of
new navigational facilities, addition of
new obstacles, or changes in air traffic
requirements. These changes are
designed to provide safe and efficient

use of the navigable airspace and to
promote safe flight operations under
instrument flight rules at the affected
airports.

DATES: An effective date for each SIAP
is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

Incorporation by reference—approved
by the Director of the Federal Register
on December 31, 1980, and reapproved
as of January 1, 1982.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA
Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located; or

3. The National Flight Procedures
Office (NFPO) at the Mike Monroney
Aeronautical Center in Oklahoma City,
OK, which originated the SIAP.

For Purchase—Individual SIAP
copies may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Inquiry Center (APA-
200), FAA Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located.

By Subscription—Copies of all SIAP’s,
mailed once every 2 weeks, are for sale
by the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, DC 20402.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald P. Pate, Flight Procedure
Standards Branch (AMCAFS—420),
Flight Technologies and Programs
Division, Flight Standards Service,
Federal Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082 Oklahoma City, OK 73125)
telephone: (405) 954—4164.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 97)
establishes, amends, suspends, or
revokes SIAP’s. The complete regulatory
description of each SIAP is contained in
official FAA form documents which are
incorporated by reference in this
amendment under 5 U.S.C. 552(a), 1
CFR part 51, and § 14 CFR 97.20 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR).
The applicable FAA Form is identified
as FAA Form 8260-3. Materials
incorporated by reference are available
for examination or purchase as stated
above.

The large number of SIAP’s, their
complex nature, and the need for a
special format make their verbatim
publication in the Federal Register
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text of
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic
depiction on charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials.
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained in FAA form
documents is unnecessary. The
provisions of this amendment state the
affected CFR sections, with the types
and effective dates of the SIAPs. This
amendment also identifies the airport,
its location, the procedure identification
and the amendment number.

The Rule

This amendment to part 97 is effective
upon publication of each separate SIAP
as contained in the transmittal. The
SIAP’s contained in this amendment are
based on the criteria contained in the
United States Standard for Terminal
Instrument Procedures (TERPS). In
developing these SIAPs, the TERPS
criteria were applied to the conditions
existing or anticipated at the affected
airports.

The FAA has determined through
extensive analysis that current SIAP’s
intended for use by Area Navigation
(RNAV) equipped aircraft can be flown
by aircraft utilizing various types of
navigational equipment. The techniques
used to code these SIAP’s into the
equipment data base impacts the
usability of the procedure when
activated. This amendment provides for
the revision of the name/title of existing
RNAYV procedures to ensure coding
techniques make the procedure fully
available to the user. In consideration of
the above, those SIAP’s currently
designated as “RNAV” will be
redesignated as “RNAV (GPS)”” without
otherwise reviewing or modifying the
SIAP’s.

Because of the close and immediate
relationship between these SIAP’s and
safety in air commerce, I find that notice
and public procedure before adopting
these SIAPs are impracticable and
contrary to the public interest and,
where applicable, that good cause exists
for making some SIAPs effective in less
than 30 days.

Conclusion

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a
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“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. For the same
reason, the FAA certifies that this
amendment will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air Traffic Control, Airports,
Navigation (Air).

Issued in Washington, DC on November 9,
2000.

L. Nicholas Lacey,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 97) is amended as follows:

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

1. The authority citation for part 97 is
revised to read:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40106,
40113-40114, 40120, 44502, 44514, 44701,
44719, 44721-44722.

§§9723,97.27, 97.33,97.35 [Amended]

2. Amend 97.23, 97.27, 97.33 and
97.35, as appropriate, by adding,
revising, or removing the following
SIAP’s, effective at 0901 UTC on the
dates specified:

* * * Effective January 25, 2001

Adak Island, AK, Adak NAF, RNAV RWY 23,
Orig, CANCELLED

Adak Island, AK, Adak NAF, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 23, Orig

Ambler, AK, Ambler, RNAV RWY 36, Orig,
CANCELLED

Ambler, AK, Ambler, RNAV (GPS) RWY 36,
Orig

Gulkana, AK, Gulkana, RNAV RWY 14, Orig,
CANCELLED

Gulkana, AK, Gulkana, RNAV (GPS) RWY 14,
Orig

Gulkana, AK, Gulkana, RNAV RWY 32, Orig,
CANCELLED

Gulkana, AK, Gulkana, RNAV (GPS) RWY 32,
Orig

Albertville, AL, The Albertville Muni-
Thomas J. Brumlik Field, RNAV RWY 5,
Orig, CANCELLED

Albertville, AL, The Albertville Muni-
Thomas J. Brumlik Field, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 5, Orig

Albertville, AL, The Albertville Muni-
Thomas J. Brumlik Field, RNAV RWY 23,
Orig, CANCELLED

Albertville, AL, The Albertville Muni-
Thomas J. Brumlik Field, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 23, Orig

Decatur, AL, Pryor Field Regional, RNAV
RWY 36, Orig, CANCELLED

Decatur, AL, Pryor Field Regional, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 36, Orig

Gulf Shores, AL, Jack Edwards, RNAV RWY
9, Orig, CANCELLED

Gulf Shores, AL, Jack Edwards, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 9, Orig

Prattville, AL, Autauga County, RNAV RWY
9, Orig, CANCELLED

Prattville, AL, Autauga County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 9, Orig

Glendale, AZ, Glendale Muni, RNAV RWY
19, Orig, CANCELLED

Glendale, AZ, Glendale Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 19, Orig

Phoenix, AZ, Phoenix Sky Harbor Intl, RNAV
RWY 7L, Orig, CANCELLED

Phoenix, AZ, Phoenix Sky Harbor Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 7L, Orig

Phoenix, AZ, Phoenix Sky Harbor Intl, RNAV
RWY 8, Orig, CANCELLED

Phoenix, AZ, Phoenix Sky Harbor Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 8, Orig

Phoenix, AZ, Phoenix Sky Harbor Intl, RNAV
RWY 26, Orig, CANCELLED

Phoenix, AZ, Phoenix Sky Harbor Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 26, Orig

Phoenix, AZ, Phoenix Sky Harbor Intl, RNAV
RWY 25R, Orig, CANCELLED

Phoenix, AZ, Phoenix Sky Harbor Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 25R, Orig

Phoenix, AZ, Williams Gateway, RNAV RWY
12C, Orig, CANCELLED

Phoenix, AZ, Williams Gateway, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 12C, Orig

Phoenix, AZ, Williams Gateway, RNAV RWY
12R, Orig, CANCELLED

Phoenix, AZ, Williams Gateway, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 12R, Orig

Phoenix, AZ, Williams Gateway, RNAV RWY
30L, Orig, CANCELLED

Phoenix, AZ, Williams Gateway, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 30L, Orig

Georgetown, DE, Sussex County, RNAV RWY
4, Orig, CANCELLED

Georgetown, DE, Sussex County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 4, Orig

Georgetown, DE, Sussex County, RNAV RWY
22, Orig, CANCELLED

Georgetown, DE, Sussex County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 22, Orig

Apalachicola, FL, Apalachicola Muni, RNAV
RWY 13, Orig, CANCELLED

Apalachicola, FL, Apalachicola Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 13, Orig

Apalachicola, FL, Apalachicola Muni, RNAV
RWY 31, Orig, CANCELLED

Apalachicola, FL, Apalachicola Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 31, Orig

Clearwater, FL, Clearwater Air Park, RNAV
RWY 16, Orig, CANCELLED

Clearwater, FL, Clearwater Air Park, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 16, Orig

Destin, FL, Destin-Fort Walton Beach, RNAV
RWY 14, Orig, CANCELLED

Destin, FL, Destin-Fort Walton Beach, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14, Orig

Destin, FL, Destin-Fort Walton Beach, RNAV
RWY 32, Orig, CANCELLED

Destin, FL, Destin-Fort Walton Beach, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 32, Orig

Jacksonville, FL, Jacksonville Intl, RNAV
RWY 7, Orig, CANCELLED

Jacksonville, FL, Jacksonville Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 7, Orig

Jacksonville, FL, Jacksonville Intl, RNAV
RWY 13, Orig, CANCELLED

Jacksonville, FL, Jacksonville Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 13, Orig

Jacksonville, FL, Jacksonville Intl, RNAV
RWY 25, Orig, CANCELLED

Jacksonville, FL, Jacksonville Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 25, Orig

Lake City, FL, Lake City Muni, RNAV RWY
10, Orig, CANCELLED

Lake City, FL, Lake City Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 10, Orig

Lake City, FL, Lake City Muni, RNAV RWY
28, Orig, CANCELLED

Lake City, FL, Lake City Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 28, Orig

Merritt Island, FL, Merritt Island, RNAV
RWY 11, Orig, CANCELLED

Merritt Island, FL, Merritt Island, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 11, Orig

Naples, FL, Naples Muni, RNAV RWY 5,
Orig, CANCELLED

Naples, FL, Naples Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
5, Orig

Naples, FL, Naples Muni, RNAV RWY 23,
Orig, CANCELLED

Naples, FL, Naples Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
23, Orig

Ocala, FL, Ocala Regional/Jim Taylor Field,
RNAV RWY 18, Orig, CANCELLED

Ocala, FL, Ocala Regional/Jim Taylor Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 18, Orig

Ocala, FL, Ocala Regional/Jim Taylor Field,
RNAV RWY 36, Orig, CANCELLED

Ocala, FL, Ocala Regional/Jim Taylor Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 36, Orig

Orlando, FL, Orlando Sanford, RNAV RWY
9L, Orig, CANCELLED

Orlando, FL, Orlando Sanford, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 9L, Orig

Orlando, FL, Orlando Sanford, RNAV RWY
27R, Orig, CANCELLED

Orlando, FL, Orlando Sanford, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 27R, Orig

Tampa, FL, Tampa Intl, RNAV RWY 9, Orig,
CANCELLED

Tampa, FL, Tampa Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 9,
Orig

Tampa, FL, Tampa Intl, RNAV RWY 27, Orig,
CANCELLED

Tampa, FL, Tampa Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY
27, Orig

Tampa, FL, Tampa Intl, RNAV RWY 36R,
Orig, CANCELLED

Tampa, FL, Tampa Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY
36R, Orig

Vero Beach, FL, Vero Beach Muni, RNAV
RWY 11R, Orig, CANCELLED

Vero Beach, FL, Vero Beach Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 11R, Orig

Vero Beach, FL, Vero Beach Muni, RNAV
RWY 29L, Orig, CANCELLED

Vero Beach, FL, Vero Beach Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 29L, Orig

Blakely, GA, Early County, RNAV RWY 5,
Orig, CANCELLED

Blakely, GA, Early County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 5, Orig

Blakely, GA, Early County, RNAV RWY 23,
Orig, CANCELLED

Blakely, GA, Early County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 23, Orig

Marietta, GA, Cobb County-McCollum Field,
RNAV RWY 9, Orig, CANCELLED
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Marietta, GA, Cobb County-McCollum Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 9, Orig

Marietta, GA, Cobb County-McCollum Field,
RNAV RWY 27, Orig, CANCELLED

Marietta, GA, Cobb County-McCollum Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 27, Orig

Ames, IA, Ames Muni, RNAV RWY 1, Orig,
CANCELLED

Ames, IA, Ames Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY 1,
Orig

Burlington, IA, Burlington Regional, RNAV
RWY 36, Orig, CANCELLED

Burlington, IA, Burlington Regional, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 36, Orig

Estherville, IA, Estherville Muni, RNAV
RWY 16, Orig, CANCELLED

Estherville, IA, Estherville Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 16, Orig

Estherville, IA, Estherville Muni, RNAV
RWY 34, Orig, CANCELLED

Estherville, IA, Estherville Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 34, Orig

Hampton, IA, Hampton Muni, RNAV RWY
17, Orig, CANCELLED

Hampton, IA, Hampton Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 17, Orig

Hampton, IA, Hampton Muni, RNAV RWY
35, Orig, CANCELLED

Hampton, IA, Hampton Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 35, Orig

Mason City, IA, Mason City Muni, RNAV
RWY 30, Orig, CANCELLED

Mason City, IA, Mason City Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 30, Orig

Hailey, ID, Friedman Memorial, RNAV RWY
31, Orig, CANCELLED

Hailey, ID, Friedman Memorial, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 31, Orig

Belleville, IL, Scott AFB/Midamerica, RNAV
RWY 14R, Orig, CANCELLED

Belleville, IL, Scott AFB/Midamerica, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14R, Orig

Belleville, IL, Scott AFB/Midamerica, RNAV
RWY 32L, Orig. CANCELLED

Belleville, IL, Scott AFB/Midamerica, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 32L, Orig

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV RWY
9r, Orig, CANCELLED

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 9R, Orig

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV RWY
14L, Orig, CANCELLED

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14L, Orig

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV RWY
14R, Orig, CANCELLED

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14R, Orig

Chicago/Aurora, IL, Aurora Muni, RNAV
RWY 15, Orig, CANCELLED

Chicago/Aurora, IL, Aurora Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 15, Orig

Chicago/Aurora, IL, Aurora Muni, RNAV
RWY 33, Orig, CANCELLED

Chicago/Aurora, IL, Aurora Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 33, Orig

Chicago/Lake In The Hills, IL, Lake In The
Hills, RNAV RWY 8, Orig, CANCELLED

Chicago/Lake In The Hills, IL, Lake In The
Hills, RNAV (GPS) RWY 8, Orig

Chicago/Lake In The Hills, IL, Lake In The
Hills, RNAV RWY 26, Orig, CANCELLED

Chicago/Lake In The Hills, IL, Lake In The
Hills, RNAV (GPS) RWY 26, Orig

Grayslake, IL, Campbell, RNAV-B, Orig,
CANCELLED

Grayslake, IL, Campbell, RNAV-B (GPS),
Orig

Greenwood/Wonder Lake, IL, Galt Field,
RNAV-B, Orig, CANCELLED

Greenwood/Wonder Lake, IL, Galt Field,
RNAV-B (GPS), Orig

Lawrenceville, IL, Lawrenceville-Vincennes
Intl, RNAV RWY 9, Orig, CANCELLED

Lawrenceville, IL, Lawrenceville-Vincennes
Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 9, Orig

Lawrenceville, IL, Lawrenceville-Vincennes
Intl, RNAV RWY 18, Orig, CANCELLED

Lawrenceville, IL, Lawrenceville-Vincennes
Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 18, Orig

Lawrenceville, IL, Lawrenceville-Vincennes
Intl, RNAV RWY 27, Orig, CANCELLED

Lawrenceville, IL, Lawrenceville-Vincennes
Intl, RNAV (RPS) RWY 27, Orig

Lawrenceville, IL, Lawrenceville-Vincennes
Intl, RNAV RWY 36, Orig, CANCELLED

Lawrenceville, IL, Lawrenceville-Vincennes
Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 36, Orig

Connersville, IN, Mettel Field, RNAV RWY
18, Orig, CANCELLED

Connersville, IN, Mettel Field, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 18, Orig

Connersville, IN, Mettel Field, RNAV RWY
36, Orig, CANCELLED

Connersville, IN, Mettel Field, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 36, Orig

Lafayette, IN, Purdue University, RNAV RWY
10, Orig, CANCELLED

Lafayette, IN, Purdue University, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 10, Orig

Lafayette, IN, Purdue University, RNAV RWY
28, Orig, CANCELLED

Lafayette, IN, Purdue University, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 28, Orig

Winamac, IN, Arens Field RNAV RWY 9,
Orig, CANCELLED

Winamac, IN, Arens Field RNAV (GPS) RWY
9, Orig

Winamac, IN, Arens Field RNAV RWY 27,
Orig, CANCELLED

Winamac, IN, Arens Field RNAV (GPS) RWY
27, Orig

Hays, KS, Hays Regional, RNAV RWY 34,
Orig, CANCELLED

Hays, KS, Hays Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY
34, Orig

Olathe, KS, New Century Aircenter, RNAV
RWY 17, Orig, CANCELLED

Olathe, KS, New Century Aircenter, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 17, Orig

Olathe, KS, New Century Aircenter, RNAV
RWY 35, Orig, CANCELLED

Olathe, KS, New Century Aircenter, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 35, Orig

Georgetown, KY, Georgetown Scott County-
Marshall Field, RNAV RWY 3, Orig,
CANCELLED

Georgetown, KY, Georgetown Scott County-
Marshall Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 3, Orig

Georgetown, KY, Georgetown Scott County-
Marshall Field, RNAV RWY 21, Orig,
CANCELLED

Georgetown, KY, Georgetown Scott County-
Marshall Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 21, Orig

Pikeville, KY, Pike County-Hatcher Field,
RNAV RWY 9, Orig, CANCELLED

Pikeville, KY, Pike County-Hatcher Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 9, Orig

Pikeville, KY, Pike County-Hatcher Field,
RNAV RWY 27, Orig, CANCELLED

Pikeville, KY, Pike County-Hatcher Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 27, Orig

Alexandria, LA, Alexandria Intl, RNAV RWY
14, Orig, CANCELLED

Alexandria, LA, Alexandria Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 14, Orig

Tallulah/Vicksburg, LA, Vicksburg Tallulah
Regional, RNAV RWY 18, Orig,
CANCELLED

Tallulah/Vicksburg, LA, Vicksburg Tallulah
Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY 18, Orig

Tallulah/Vicksburg, LA, Vicksburg Tallulah
Regional, RNAV RWY 36, Orig,
CANCELLED

Tallulah/Vicksburg, LA, Vicksburg Tallulah
Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY 36, Orig

Boston, MA, General Edward Lawrence
Logan Intl, RNAV RWY 4R, Orig,
CANCELLED

Boston, MA, General Edward Lawrence
Logan Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 4R, Orig

Hyannis, MA, Barnstable Muni-Boardman/
Polando Field, RNAV RWY 24, Orig,
CANCELLED

Hyannis, MA, Barnstable Muni-Boardman/
Polando Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 24, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV RWY 4, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 4, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV RWY 10, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 10, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV RWY 15L, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 15L, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV Y RWY 15R, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 15R, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV Z RWY 15R, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) Z RWY 15R, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV RWY 22, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 22, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV Y RWY 28, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 28, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV Z RWY 28, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) Z RWY 28, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV RWY 33L, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 33L, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV RWY 33R, Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Baltimore-Washington Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 33R, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Martin State, RNAV RWY 15,
Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Martin State, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 15, Orig

Baltimore, MD, Martin State, RNAV RWY 33,
Orig, CANCELLED

Baltimore, MD, Martin State, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 33, Orig

College Park, MD, College Park, RNAV RWY
15, Orig, CANCELLED

College Park, MD, College Park, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 15, Orig
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Cumberland, MD, Greater Cumberland
Regional, RNAV RWY 5, Orig,
CANCELLED

Cumberland, MD, Greater Cumberland
Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Orig

Gaithersburg, MD, Montgomery County
Airpark, RNAV RWY 14, Orig,
CANCELLED

Gaithersburg, MD, Montgomery County
Airpark, RNAV (GPS) RWY 14, Orig

Ocean City, MD, Ocean City Muni, RNAV
RWY 14, Orig, CANCELLED

Ocean City, MD, Ocean City Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14, Orig

Salisbury, MD, Salisbury-Ocean City
Wicomico Regional, RNAV RWY 5, Orig,
CANCELLED

Salisbury, MD, Salisbury-Ocean City
Wicomico Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY 5,
Orig

Salisbury, MD, Salisbury-Ocean Gity
Wicomico Regional, RNAV RWY 14, Orig,
CANCELLED

Salisbury, MD, Salisbury-Ocean City
Wicomico Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY 14,
Orig

Salisbury, MD, Salisbury-Ocean Gity
Wicomico Regional, RNAV RWY 23, Orig,
CANCELLED

Salisbury, MD, Salisbury-Ocean City
Wicomico Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY 23,
Orig

Salisbury, MD, Salisbury-Ocean Gity
Wicomico Regional, RNAV RWY 32, Orig,
CANCELLED

Salisbury, MD, Salisbury-Ocean City
Wicomico Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY 32,
Orig

Stevensville, MD, Bay Bridge, RNAV RWY
11, Orig, CANCELLED

Stevensville, MD, Bay Bridge, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 11, Orig

Stevensville, MD, Bay Bridge, RNAV RWY
29, Orig, CANCELLED

Stevensville, MD, Bay Bridge, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 29, Orig

Westminster, MD, Carroll County Reg/Jack B.
Poage Field, RNAV RWY 16, Orig,
CANCELLED

Westminster, MD, Carroll County Reg/Jack B.
Poage Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 16, Orig

Westminster, MD, Carroll County Reg/Jack B.
Poage Field, RNAV RWY 34, Orig,
CANCELLED

Westminster, MD, Carroll County Reg/Jack B.
Poage Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 34, Orig

Westminster, MD, Clearview Airpark, RNAV
RWY 14, Orig, CANCELLED

Westminster, MD, Clearview Airpark, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14, Orig

Frenchville, ME, Northern Aroostook
Regional, RNAV RWY 14, Orig,
CANCELLED

Frenchville, ME, Northern Aroostook
Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY 14, Orig

Frenchville, ME, Northern Aroostook
Regional, RNAV RWY 32, Orig,
CANCELLED

Frenchville, ME, Northern Aroostook
Regional, RNAV (GPS) RWY 32, Orig

Princeton, ME, Princeton Muni, RNAV RWY
15, Orig, CANCELLED

Princeton, ME, Princeton Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 15, Orig

Coldwater, MI, Branch County Memorial,
RNAV RWY 6, Orig, CANCELLED

Coldwater, MI, Branch County Memorial,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 6, Orig

Detroit/Grosse Ile, MI, Grosse Ile Muni,
RNAV RWY 22, Orig, CANCELLED

Detroit/Grosse Ile, MI, Grosse Ile Muni,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 22, Orig

Frankfort, MI, Frankfort Dow Memorial Field,
RNAV RWY 15, Orig, CANCELLED

Frankfort, MI, Frankfort Dow Memorial Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 15, Orig

Frankfort, MI, Frankfort Dow Memorial Field,
RNAV RWY 33, Orig, CANCELLED

Frankfort, MI, Frankfort Dow Memorial Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 33, Orig

Harbor Springs, MI, Harbor Springs, RNAV
RWY 10, Orig, CANCELLED

Harbor Springs, MI, Harbor Springs, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 10, Orig

Harbor Springs, MI, Harbor Springs, RNAV
RWY 28, Orig, CANCELLED

Harbor Springs, MI, Harbor Springs, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 28, Orig

Ionia, MI, Ionia County, RNAV RWY 27,
Orig, CANCELLED

Ionia, MI, Ionia County, RNAV (GPS) RWY
27, Orig

Marlette, MI, Marlette, RNAV RWY 9, Orig,
CANCELLED

Marlette, MI, Marlette, RNAV (GPS) RWY 9,
Orig

Marlette, MI, Marlette, RNAV RWY 27, Orig,
CANCELLED

Marlette, MI, Marlette, RNAV (GPS) RWY 27,
Orig

Marquette, MI, Sawyer Intl, RNAV RWY 19,
Orig, CANCELLED

Marquette, MI, Sawyer Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 19, Orig

Saginaw, MI, Saginaw County H. W. Browne,
RNAV RWY 27, Orig, CANCELLED

Saginaw, MI, Saginaw County H. W. Browne,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 27, Orig

Three Rivers, MI, Three Rivers Muni Dr
Haines, RNAV RWY 27, Orig, CANCELLED

Three Rivers, MI, Three Rivers Muni Dr
Haines, RNAV (GPS) RWY 27, Orig

Troy, MI, Oakland/Troy, RNAV RWY 9, Orig,
CANCELLED

Troy, MI, Oakland/Troy, RNAV (GPS) RWY
9, Orig

Bemidji, MN, Bemidji-Beltrami County,
RNAV RWY 31, Orig, CANCELLED

Bemidji, MN, Bemidji-Beltrami County,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 31, Orig

Minneapolis, MN, Flying Cloud, RNAV RWY
36, Orig, CANCELLED

Minneapolis, MN, Flying Cloud, RNAV RWY
(GPS) 36, Orig

Olivia, MN, Olivia Regional, RNAV RWY 29,
Orig, CANCELLED

Olivia, MN, Olivia Regional, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 29, Orig

Owatonna, MN, Owatonna Degner Regional,
RNAV RWY 12, Orig, CANCELLED

Owatonna, MN, Owatonna Degner Regional,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 12, Orig

Pine River, MN, Pine River Regional, RNAV
RWY 34, Orig, CANCELLED

Pine River, MN, Pine River Regional, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 34, Orig

Cameron, MO, Cameron Memorial, RNAV
RWY 17, Orig, CANCELLED

Cameron, MO, Cameron Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 17, Orig

Cameron, MO, Cameron Memorial, RNAV
RWY 35, Orig, CANCELLED

Cameron, MO, Cameron Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 35, Orig

Fredericktown, MO, Fredericktown Regional,
RNAV RWY 1, Orig, CANCELLED

Fredericktown, MO, Fredericktown Regional,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 1, Orig

Fredericktown, MO, Fredericktown Regional,
RNAV RWY 19, Orig, CANCELLED

Fredericktown, MO, Fredericktown Regional,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 19, Orig

Marshall, MO, Marshall Meml Muni, RNAV
RWY 18, Orig, CANCELLED

Marshall, MO, Marshall Meml Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 18, Orig

Marshall, MO, Marshall Meml Muni, RNAV
RWY 36, Orig, CANCELLED

Marshall, MO, Marshall Meml Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 36, Orig

Picayune, MS, Picayune Muni, RNAV RWY
18, Orig, CANCELLED

Picayune, MS, Picayune Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 18, Orig

Picayune, MS, Picayune Muni, RNAV RWY
36, Orig, CANCELLED

Picayune, MS, Picayune Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 36, Orig

Poplar, MT, Poplar, RNAV RWY 9, Orig,
CANCELLED

Poplar, MT, Poplar, RNAV (GPS) RWY 9,
Orig

Poplar, MT, Poplar, RNAV RWY 27, Orig,
CANCELLED

Poplar, MT, Poplar, RNAV (GPS) RWY 27,
Orig

Edenton, NC, Northeastern Regional, RNAV
RWY 1, Orig, CANCELLED

Edenton, NC, Northeastern Regional, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 1, Orig

Edenton, NC, Northeastern Regional, RNAV
RWY 5, Orig, CANCELLED

Edenton, NC, Northeastern Regional, RNAV
RWY 5, Orig

Edenton, NC, Northeastern Regional, RNAV
RWY 19, Orig, CANCELLED

Edenton, NC, Northeastern Regional, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 19, Orig

Gastonia, NC, Gastonia Muni, RNAV RWY 3,
Orig, CANCELLED

Gastonia, NC, Gastonia Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 3, Orig

Kinston, NG, Kinston Regional Jetport at
Stallings Fld, RNAV RWY 5, Orig,
CANCELLED

Kinston, NC, Kinston Regional Jetport at
Stallings Fl1d, RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Orig

Silver City, NG, Silver City Municipal, RNAV
RWY 22, Orig, CANCELLED

Silver City, NG, Silver City Municipal, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 22, Orig

Bismarck, ND, Bismarck Muni, RNAV RWY
3, Orig, CANCELLED

Bismarck, ND, Bismarck Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 3, Orig

Bismarck, ND, Bismarck Muni, RNAV RWY
21, Orig, CANCELLED

Bismarck, ND, Bismarck Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 21, Orig

Dickinson, ND, Dickinson Muni, RNAV RWY
14, Orig, CANCELLED

Dickinson, ND, Dickinson Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14, Orig

Dickinson, ND, Dickinson Muni, RNAV RWY
32, Orig, CANCELLED

Dickinson, ND, Dickinson Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 32, Orig

Fargo, ND, Hector Intl, RNAV RWY 8, Orig,
CANCELLED
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Fargo, ND, Hector Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 8,
Orig

Fargo, ND, Hector Intl, RNAV RWY 26, Orig,
CANCELLED

Fargo, ND, Hector Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 26,
Orig

Mohall, ND, Mohall Muni, RNAV RWY 31,
Orig, CANCELLED

Mohall, ND, Mohall Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
31, Orig

Albion, NE, Albion Muni, RNAV RWY 15,
Orig. CANCELLED

Albion, NE, Albion Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
15, Orig

Albion, NE, Albion Muni, RNAV RWY 33,
Orig, CANCELLED

Albion, NE, Albion Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
33, Orig

Grand Island, NE, Central Nebraska Regional,
RNAV RWY 13, Orig, CANCELLED

Grand Island, NE, Central Nebraska Regional,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 13, Orig

Grand Island, NE, Central Nebraska Regional,
RNAV RWY 17, Orig, CANCELLED

Grand Island, NE, Central Nebraska Regional,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 17, Orig

Grand Island, NE, Central Nebraska Regional,
RNAV RWY, Orig, CANCELLED

Grand Island, NE, Central Nebraska Regional,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 31, Orig

Grand Island, NE, Central Nebraska Regional,
RNAV RWY 35, Orig, CANCELLED

Grand Island, NE, Central Nebraska Regional,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 35, Orig,

McCook, NE, McCook Muni, RNAV RWY 21,
Orig. CANCELLED

McCook, NE, McCook Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 21, Orig

Norfolk, NE, Karl Stefan Memorial, RNAV
RWY 1, Orig, CANCELLED

Norfolk, NE, Karl Stefan Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 1, Orig,

Norfolk, NE, Karl Stefan Memorial, RNAV
RWY 19, Orig, CANCELLED

Norfolk, NE, Karl Stefan Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 19, Orig

Norfolk, NE, Karl Stefan Memorial, RNAV
RWY 13, Orig, CANCELLED

Norfolk, NE, Karl Stefan Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 13, Orig

Norfolk, NE, Karl Stefan Memorial, RNAV
RWY 31, Orig, CANCELLED

Norfolk, NE, Karl Stefan Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 31, Orig

O’Neill, NE, The O’Neill Muni-John L. Baker
Field, RNAV RWY 13, Orig, CANCELLED

O’Neill, NE, The O’Neill Muni-John L. Baker
Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 13, Orig

O’Neill, NE, The O’Neill Muni-John L. Baker
Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 31, Orig,
CANCELLED

O’Neill, NE, The O’Neill Muni-John L. Baker
Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 31, Orig

Valentine, NE, Miller Field, RNAV RWY 32,
Orig, CANCELLED

Valentine, NE, Miller Field, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 32, Orig

Wayne, NE, Wayne Muni, RNAV RWY 17,
Orig, CANCELLED

Wayne, NE, Wayne Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
17, Orig

Wayne, NE, Wayne Muni, RNAV RWY 35,
Orig, CANCELLED

Wayne, NE, Wayne Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
35, Orig

Atlantic City, NJ, Atlantic City Intl, RNAV
RWY 13, Orig, CANCELLED

Atlantic City, NJ, Atlantic City Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 13, Orig

Atlantic City, NJ, Atlantic City Intl, RNAV
RWY 22, Orig, CANCELLED

Atlantic City, NJ, Atlantic City Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 22, Orig

Newark, NJ, Newark Intl, RNAV RWY 22L,
Orig, CANCELLED

Newark, NJ, Newark Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY
22L, Orig

Montgomery, NY Orange County, RNAV
RWY 3, Orig, CANCELLED

Montgomery, NY Orange County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 3, Orig

Montgomery, NY Orange County, RNAV
RWY 8, Orig, CANCELLED

Montgomery, NY Orange County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 8, Orig

Montgomery, NY Orange County, RNAV
RWY 21, Orig, CANCELLED

Montgomery, NY Orange County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 21, Orig

Montgomery, NY Orange County, RNAV
RWY 26, Orig, CANCELLED

Montgomery, NY Orange County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 26, Orig

Monticello, NY, Sullivan County Intl, RNAV
RWY 33, Orig, CANCELLED

Monticello, NY, Sullivan County Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 33, Orig

New York, NY, La Guardia, Copter RNAV
250, Orig, CANCELLED

New York, NY, La Guardia, Copter RNAV
(GPS) 250, Orig

Niagara Falls, NY, Niagara Falls Intl, RNAV
RWY 10L, Orig, CANCELLED

Niagara Falls, NY, Niagara Falls Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 10L, Orig

Sidney, NY, Sidney Muni, RNAV RWY 25,
Orig, CANCELLED

Sidney, NY, Sidney Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
25, Orig

Lebanon, OH, Lebanon-Warren County,
RNAV RWY 1, Orig, CANCELLED

Lebanon, OH, Lebanon-Warren County,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 1, Orig

Lebanon, OH, Lebanon-Warren County,
RNAV RWY 19, Orig, CANCELLED

Lebanon, OH, Lebanon-Warren County,
RNAV RWY 19, Orig

Ardmore, OK, Ardmore Muni, RNAV RWY
31, Orig, CANCELLED

Ardmore, OK, Ardmore Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 31, Orig

Oklahoma City, OK, Sundance Airpark,
RNAV RWY 17, Orig, CANCELLED

Oklahoma City, OK, Sundance Airpark,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 17, Orig

Oklahoma City, OK, Sundance Airpark,
RNAV RWY 35, Orig, CANCELLED

Oklahoma City, OK, Sundance Airpark,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 35, Orig

Tillamook, OR, Tillamook, RNAV RWY 13,
Orig, CANCELLED

Tillamook, OR, Tillamook, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 13, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Allegheny County, RNAV
RWY 5, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Allegheny County, RNAV
RWY 5, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Allegheny County, RNAV
RWY 10, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Allegheny County, RNAV
RWY 10, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Allegheny County, RNAV
RWY 28, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Allegheny County, RNAV
RWY 28, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV RWY
10R, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 10R, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV RWY
10L, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 10L, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV RWY
10C, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 10C, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV RWY
14, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 14, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV RWY
28R, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 28R, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV RWY
28L, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 28L, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV RWY
28C, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 28C, Orig

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV RWY
32, Orig, CANCELLED

Pittsburgh, PA, Pittsburgh Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 32, Orig

Pottsville, PA, Schuylkill County/Joe Zerbey,
RNAV RWY 11, Orig, CANCELLED

Pottsville, PA, Schuylkill County/Joe Zerbey,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 11, Orig

Pottsville, PA, Schuylkill County/Joe Zerbey,
RNAV RWY 29, Orig, CANCELLED

Pottsville, PA, Schuylkill County/Joe Zerbey,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 29, Orig, CANCELLED

Pottsville, PA, Schuylkill County/Joe Zerbey,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 29, Orig

San Juan, PR Luis Munoz Marin Intl, RNAV
RWY 8, Orig, CANCELLED

San Juan, PR Luis Munoz Marin Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 8, Orig

San Juan, PR Luis Munoz Marin Intl, RNAV
RWY 10, Orig, CANCELLED

San Juan, PR Luis Munoz Marin Intl, RNAV
RWY 10, Orig

Anderson, SC, Anderson Regional, RNAV
RWY 5, Orig, CANCELLED

Anderson, SC, Anderson Regional, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 5, Orig

Myrtle Beach, SC, Myrtle Beach Intl, RNAV
RWY 35, Orig, CANCELLED

Myrtle Beach, SC, Myrtle Beach Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 35, Orig

Myrtle Beach, SC, Myrtle Beach Intl, RNAV
RWY 17, Orig, CANCELLED

Myrtle Beach, SC, Myrtle Beach Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 17, Orig

Rapid City, SD, Rapid City Regional, RNAV
RWY 32, Orig, CANCELLED

Rapid City, SD, Rapid City Regional, RNAV
(GPSA) RWY 32, Orig

Murfreesboro, TN, Murfreesboro Muni,
RNAV RWY 18, Orig, CANCELLED

Murfreesboro, TN, Murfreesboro Muni,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 18, Orig

Murfreesboro, TN, Murfreesboro Muni,
RNAV RWY 36, Orig, CANCELLED

Murfreesboro, TN, Murfreesboro Muni,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 36, Orig
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Smithville, TN, Smithville Muni, RNAV
RWY 24, Orig, CANCELLED

Smithville, TN, Smithville Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 24, Orig

Somerville, TN, Fayette County, RNAV RWY
19, Orig, CANCELLED

Somerville, TN, Fayette County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 19, Orig

Anahuac, TX, Chambers County, RNAV RWY
12, Orig, CANCELLED

Anahuac, TX, Chambers County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 12, Orig

Baytown, TX, RWJ Airpark, RNAV RWY 26,
Orig. CANCELLED

Baytown, TX, RW] Airpark, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 26, Orig

Bonham, TX, Jones Field, RNAV RWY 17,
Orig, CANCELLED

Bonham, TX, Jones Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY
17, Orig

Brownwood, TX, Brownwood Regional,
RNAV RWY 17, Orig, CANCELLED

Brownwood, TX, Brownwood Regional,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 17, Orig

Brownwood, TX, Brownwood Regional,
RNAV RWY 35, Orig, CANCELLED

Brownwood, TX, Brownwood Regional,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 35, Orig

Corsicana, TX, C. David Gampbell Field-
Corsicana Muni, RNAV RWY 14, Orig,
CANCELLED

Corsicana, TX, C. David Campbell Field-
Corsicana Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY 14,
Orig

Corsicana, TX, C. David Gampbell Field-
Corsicana Muni, RNAV RWY 32, Orig,
CANCELLED

Corsicana, TX, C. David Campbell Field-
Corsicana Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY 32,
Orig

Eastland, TX, Eastland Muni, RNAV RWY 35,
Orig, CANCELLED

Eastland, TX, Eastland Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 35, Orig

Fort Stockton, TX, Fort Stockton-Pecos
County, RNAV RWY 12, Orig,
CANCELLED

Fort Stockton, TX, Fort Stockton-Pecos
County, RNAV (GPS) RWY 12, Orig

Fort Stockton, TX, Fort Stockton-Pecos
County, RNAV RWY 30, Orig,
CANCELLED

Fort Stockton, TX, Fort Stockton-Pecos
County, RNAV (GPS) RWY 30, Orig

Fort Worth, TX, Fort Worth Alliance, RNAV
RWY 16L, Orig, CANCELLED

Fort Worth, TX, Fort Worth Alliance, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 16L, Orig

Fort Worth, TX, Fort Worth Alliance, RNAV
RWY 34R, Orig, CANCELLED

Fort Worth, TX, Fort Worth Alliance, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 34R, Orig

La Grange, TX, Fayette Regional Air Center,
RNAV RWY 16, Orig, CANCELLED

La Grange, TX, Fayette Regional Air Center,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 16, Orig

La Grange, TX, Fayette Regional Air Center,
RNAV RWY 34, Orig, CANCELLED

La Grange, TX, Fayette Regional Air Center,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 34, Orig

Liberty, TX, Liberty Muni, RNAV RWY 16,
Orig, CANCELLED

Liberty, TX, Liberty Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
16, Orig

Livingston, TX, Livingston Muni, RNAV
RWY 30, Orig, CANCELLED

Livingston, TX, Livingston Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 30, Orig

Lufkin, TX, Angelina County, RNAV RWY
25, Orig, CANCELLED

Lufkin, TX, Angelina County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 25, Orig

Lufkin, TX, Angelina County, RNAV RWY
33, Orig, CANCELLED

Lufkin, TX, Angelina County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 33, Orig

Nacogdoches, TX, A L Mangham Jr Regional,
RNAV RWY 15, Orig, CANCELLED

Nacogdoches, TX, A L Mangham Jr Regional,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 15, Orig

Nacogdoches, TX, A L Mangham Jr Regional,
RNAV RWY 18, Orig, CANCELLED

Nacogdoches, TX, A L Mangham Jr Regional,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 18, Orig

Palestine, TX, Palestine Muni, RNAV RWY
35, Orig, CANCELLED

Palestine, TX, Palestine Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 35, Orig

Port Lavaca, TX, Calhoun County, RNAV
RWY 14, Orig, CANCELLED

Port Lavaca, TX, Calhoun County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14, Orig

Rockport, TX, Aransas Co, RNAV RWY 14,
Orig, CANCELLED

Rockport, TX, Aransas Co, RNAV (GPS) RWY
14, Orig

Seminole, TX, Gaines County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 35, Orig, CANCELLED

Seminole, TX, Gaines County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 35, Orig

Uvalde, TX, Garner Field, RNAV RWY 33,
Orig, CANCELLED

Uvalde, TX, Garner Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY
33, Orig

Wendover, UT, Wendover, RNAV RWY-A,
Orig, CANCELLED

Wendover, UT, Wendover, RNAV (GPS)-A,
Orig

Wendover, UT, Wendover, RNAV RWY 26,
Orig, CANCELLED

Wendover, UT, Wendover, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 26, Orig

Charlottesviklle, VA, Charlottesville-
Albermarle, RNAV RWY 3, Orig,
CANCELLED

Charlottesviklle, VA, Charlottesville-
Albermarle, RNAV (GPS) RWY 3, Orig

Norfolk, VA, Norfolk Intl, RNAV RWY 23,
Orig, CANCELLED

Norfolk, VA, Norfolk Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY
23, Orig

Charlotte Amalie, VI, Cyril E King, RNAV
RWY 10, Orig, CANCELLED

Charlotte Amalie, VI, Cyril E King, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 10, Orig

Christiansted, VI, Henry E. Rohlsen, RNAV
RWY 9, Orig, CANCELLED

Christiansted, VI, Henry E. Rohlsen, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 9, Orig

Black River Falls, WI, Black River Falls Area,
RNAV RWY 8, Orig, CANCELLED

Black River Falls, WI, Black River Falls Area,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 8, Orig

Green Bay, WI, Austin Straubel Intl, RNAV
RWY 6, Orig, CANCELLED

Green Bay, WI, Austin Straubel Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 6, Orig

Green Bay, WI, Austin Straubel Intl, RNAV
RWY 36, Orig, CANCELLED

Green Bay, WI, Austin Straubel Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 36, Orig

Morgantown, WV, Morgantpwn Muni-
WAalter L. Bill Hart Field, RNAV RWY 18,
Orig, CANCELLED

Morgantown, WV, Morgantpwn Muni-
WAalter L. Bill Hart Field, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 18, Orig

[FR Doc. 00-29321 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 30213; Amdt. No. 2020]
Standard Instrument Approach

Procedures; Miscellaneous
Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment establishes,
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of changes occurring in
the National Airspace System, such as
the commissioning of new navigational
facilities, addition of new obstacles, or
changes in air traffic requirements.
These changes are designed to provide
safe and efficient use of the navigable
airspace and to promote safe flight
operations under instrument flight rules
at the affected airports.

DATES: An effective date for each SIAP
is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

Incorporation by reference—approved
by the Director of the Federal Register
on December 31, 1980, and reapproved
as of January 1, 1982.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matter
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA
Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which affected airport is
located; or

3. The Flight Inspection Area Office
which originated the SIAP.

For Purchase—Individual SIAP
copies may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Inquiry Center (APA—
200), FAA Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located.
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By Subscription—Copies of all SIAPs,
mailed once every 2 weeks, are for sale
by the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, DC 20402.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald P. Pate, Flight Procedure
Standards Branch (AMCAFS-420),
Flight Technologies and Programs
Division, Flight Standards Service,
Federal Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082, Oklahoma City, OK 73125),
telephone: (405) 954—4164.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 97)
establishes, amends, suspends, or
revokes Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures (SIAPs). The complete
regulatory description on each SIAP is
contained in the appropriate FAA Form
8260 and the National Flight Data
Center (FDC)/Permanent (P) Notices to
Airmen (NOTAM) which are
incorporated by reference in the
amendment under 5 U.S.C. 552(a), 1
CFR part 51, and § 97.20 of the Federal
Aviation’s Regulations (FAR). Materials
incorporated by reference are available
for examination or purchase as stated
above.

The large number of SIAPs, their
complex nature, and the need for a
special format make their verbatim
publication in the Federal Register
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text of
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic
depiction of charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials.
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained in FAA form
documents is unnecessary. The
provisions of this amendment state the
affected CFR (and FAR) sections, with
the types and effective dates of the
SIAPs. This amendment also identifies
the airport, its location, the procedure
identification and the amendment
number.

The Rule

This amendment to part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 97) establishes, amends, suspends,
or revokes SIAPs. For safety and
timeliness of change considerations, this
amendment incorporates only specific
changes contained in the content of the
following FDC/P NOTAMs for each
SIAP. The SIAP information in some
previously designated FDC/Temporary
(FDC/T) NOTAMs is of such duration as
to be permanent. With conversion to
FDC/P NOTAMs, the respective FDC/T
NOTAMs have been canceled.

The FDC/P NOTAMs for the SIAPs
contained in this amendment are based
on the criteria contained in the U.S.
Standard for Terminal Instrument
Procedures (TERPS). In developing
these chart changes to SIAPs by FDC/P
NOTAMs, the TERPS criteria were
applied to only these specific conditions
existing at the affected airports. All
SIAP amendments in this rule have
been previously issued by the FAA in a
National Flight Data Center (FDC)
Notice to Airmen (NOTAM) as an
emergency action of immediate flight
safety relating directly to published
aeronautical charts. The circumstances
which created the need for all these
SIAP amendments requires making
them effective in less than 30 days.

Further, the SIAPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the TERPS. Because of the
close and immediate relationship
between these SIAPs and safety in air
commerce, I find that notice and public
procedure before adopting these SIAPs
are impractical and contrary to the
public interest and, where applicable,
that good cause exists for making these
SIAPs effective in less than 30 days.

Conclusion

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a

“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. For the same
reason, the FAA certifies that this
amendment will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air Traffic Control, Airports,
Navigation (Air).

Issued in Washington, DC on November 9,
2000.
L. Nicholas Lacey,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 97) is amended by establishing,
amending, suspending, or revoking
Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, effective at 0901 UTC on
the dates specified, as follows:

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

1. The authority citation for part 97 is
revised to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 40103, 40113, 40120,
44701; 49 U.S.C. 106(g); and 14 CFR
11.49(b)(2).

2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

§897.23, 97.25, 97.27, 97.29, 97.31, 97.33,
97.35 [Amended]

By amending: §97.23 VOR, VOR/
DME, VOR or TACAN, and VOR/DME
or TACAN; § 97.25 LOC, LOC/DME,
LDA, LDA/DME, SDF, SDF/DME;
§97.27 NDB, NDB/DME; § 97.29 ILS,
ILS/DME, ISMLS, MLS, MLS/DME,
MLS/RNAV; § 97.31 RADAR SIAPS;
§97.33 RNAV SIAPs; and §97.35
COPTER SIAPs, identified as follows:

* * * Effective Upon Publication

FDC date State City Airport FDC No. SIAP
09/21/00 ...... AZ Kingman ........ccccveeiennn. Kingman .......ccccoevviiiienieeiece e FDC 0/1580 | VOR/DME Rwy 21 Amdt 6A...
This corrects FDC 0/1580 IN TL
00-22.
10/11/00 ...... Wi MOSINEe .....cccveeiiiiieeen. Central WIiSCONSIN ........cccocveeeviiveeeninnnn. FDC 0/2658 | ILS RWY 8, Amdt 1A...
10/17/00 ...... VA Suffolk ...... Suffolk Muni .......... FDC 0/2868 | GPS RWY 7 Orig-A...
10/17/00 ...... Wi Ladysmith Rusk County ............ FDC 0/2839 | NDB or GPS Rwy 32, Amdt 2A...
10/20/00 ...... VA Richmond/Ashland .......... Hanover County Muni ............ FDC 0/2998 | VOR Rwy 16 Orig-D...
10/25/00 ...... Wi Chippewa Valley Regional FDC 0/3230 | LOC/DME BC Rwy 4, Amdt 8...
10/26/00 ...... 1A Boone Muni .........cccceieeiicnnn. FDC 0/3295 | GPS Rwy 32, Orig...
10/26/00 ...... 1A Boone Muni ....... FDC 0/3296 | GPS Rwy 14, Amdt 1...
10/26/00 ...... NM Sante Fe Muni .. FDC 0/3274 | VOR/DMR or GPS-A, Amdt 1...
10/26/00 ...... NM SOCOMO MUNI ..eveeiiiee e FDC 0/3273 | GPS Rwy 33, Orig-A...
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FDC date State City Airport FDC No. SIAP
10/26/00 ...... NM Truth or Consequences .. | Truth or Consequences Muni .............. FDC 0/3275 | VOR or GPS-A, Amdt 9A...
10/26/00 ...... NV Las Vegas .......ccceeevueennnn. McCarran Intl .....cooooeeviiiiiiiiiceeee FDC 0/3308 | GPS Rwy 1R Orig-A...
10/27/00 ...... AK Fort Yukon ........cccecuvenee. Fort YUKON .....ooovviiiiiiieiiceicee FDC 0/3362 | VOR/DME or TACAN Rwy 21,
Amdt 1B...
Replaces 0/2899
10/27/00 ...... AZ Prescott .......cccevvivenieenne. Ernest A. Love Field ........cccccocvennenne. FDC 0/3372 | VOR/DME RNAV Rwy 21L Amdt
3...
10/27/00 ...... AZ Prescott .........ccccciieiinn. Ernest A. Love Field .........ccccocvveiiennnn. FDC 0/3375 | VOR Rwy 12 Amdt 2...
10/27/00 ...... ND Grand Forks ........cccoeeeene Grand Forks Intl .......ccoccoviiiiiiniiiens FDC 0/3367 | ILS Rwy 35L, Amdt 11A...
Replaces 0/3225
10/27/00 ...... TX CONIOE ....vevvieiieiieeiene Conroe/Montgomery County ................ FDC 0/3345 | GPS Rwy 32, Orig—B...
10/27/00 ...... TX CoNnroe .....ccceveeeeeiiiieees Conroe/Montgomery County ................ FDC 0/3346 | VOR/DME RNAV Rwy 32, Amdt
1B...
10/27/00 ...... TX CONIOE ..ooooviiiiieeeeeiis FDC 0/3347 | NDB Rwy 14, Amdt 1B...
10/27/00 ...... TX Greenville FDC 0/3387 | ILS 2 Rwy 17, Amdt 4...
10/27/00 ...... TX Greenville FDC 0/3391 | ILS Rwy 17, Amdt 5...
10/27/00 ...... TX Greenville FDC 0/3398 | VOR/DME Rwy 17, Orig-A...
10/27/00 ...... VA Leesburg Leesburg Executive .. FDC 0/3339 | GPS Rwy 17 Amdt 1...
10/27/00 ...... VA Leesburg Leesburg Executive FDC 0/3342 | LOC Rwy 17 Amdt 2...
10/27/00 ...... VA Leesburg Leesburg Executive FDC 0/3343 | VOR or GPS-A Amdt 1...
10/27/00 ...... wi MOSINEe .....ccevvevriiiieenne, Central WIisSCoNSin ........ccocceevvenieennenns FDC 0/3330 | ILS/DME Rwy 35, Orig...
10/30/00 ...... GA Valdosta .......... Valdosta Regional . FDC 0/3471 | ILS Rwy 35, Amdt 5B...
10/30/00 ...... IL Chicago/Aurora Aurora Muni .......... FDC 0/3465 | ILS Rwy 9, Amdt 1B...
10/30/00 ...... NE AlbiON ..o AlbION MUNI oo FDC 0/3484 | RNAV Rwy 33, Orig...
10/30/00 ...... NE AlDION .o AIDION MUNI e FDC 0/3485 | RNAV Rwy 15, Orig....
10/30/00 ...... X Conroe .......... Conroe/Montgomery County ................ FDC 0/3470 | ILS Rwy 14, Amdt 1C...
10/30/00 ...... TX Greenville MEJOTS ot FDC 0/3445 | NDB or GPS Rwy 35, Amdt 1A...
10/30/00 ...... TX Sherman/Denison ............ Grayson County .........ccccceceeeeiiiieennnnnn. FDC 0/3441 | NDB or GPS Rwy 17L, Amdt 9...
10/31/00 ...... IL Chicago/Aurora ............... Aurora MUni ....coooeeiiiienceee e FDC 0/3520 | VOR/DME RNAV or GPS Rwy
27, Orig-A...
10/31/00 ...... MO St LOUIS vevveieiieiieeieene Lambert-St Louis Intl ........cccceveviinennne. FDC 0/3540 | ILS Rwy 30L, Amdt 11...
10/31/00 ...... SD Rapid City ......ccevvrrrrennn. Rapid City Regional ..........cccccocveviiennne. FDC 0/3523 | RNAV Rwy 32, Orig...
10/31/00 ...... TX Greenville ......ccccoeeeiieens MEJOTS ot FDC 0/3515 | NDB or GPS Rwy 17, Amdt 5A...
10/31/00 ...... Wi Richland Center .. Richland FDC 0/3546 | VOR or GPS-A, Amdt 4...
11/2/00 ........ NC Monroe ................ Monroe FDC 0/3665 | ILS Rwy 5 Orig—C...
11/2/00 ........ NC Monroe ..., Monroe FDC 0/3666 | VOR/DME or GPS-B Amdt 6B...
11/2/00 ........ NC Monroe Monroe FDC 0/3667 | VOR or GPS-A Amdt 11B...
11/2/00 ........ NC Monroe ... Monroe ... FDC 0/3669 | NDB or GPS Rwy 5, Amdt 2B...
11/01/00 ...... AZ Prescott Ernest A. Love Field FDC 0/3570 | ILS/DME Rwy 21L Amdt 3...
11/02/00 ...... AR Ash Flat .......ccccocviriiinene Sharp County Regional ............cccceeenee FDC 0/3634 | NDB Rwy 3, Amdt 1B...
11/02/00 ...... AR Camden ......cccoceveeieenneens Harrell Field ..., FDC 0/3619 | VOR/DME or GPS Rwy 36, Amdt
8A...
11/02/00 ...... MO Kansas City ......c.cccocvennee. Kansas City Downtown .............cccceeuee. FDC 0/3685 | ILS Rwy 3, Amdt 1D...
11/02/00 ...... MO Kansas City ........cccocovenee. Kansas City INtl .......ccoeveiiiiiniiiiien. FDC 0/3684 | ILS Rwy 9, Amdt 11B...
11/02/00 ...... TX Kerrville .....ccooveiiiiiiiene. Kerrville Muni/Louis Scheriner Field .... | FDC 0/3663 | VOR/DME RNAV or GPS Rwy
12, Amdt 2A...
11/02/00 ...... TX Wichita Falls ..........cccc...... Wichita Valley .......ccccevveviiiiiiiiiinne FDC 0/3638 | VOR-B, Amdt 5...
11/02/00 ...... TX Wichita Falls .................... Wichita Valley .......ccccovviiiiiiiiiiiees FDC 0/3639 | VOR/DME-C, Amdt 1...
11/03/00 ...... FL Fort Myers .......cccceveennne. Southwest Florida Intl ..........cccocceeieenne FDC 0/3749 | VOR/DME or TACAN Rwy 24,
Amdt 1...
11/03/00 ...... LA New lberia .......ccccoeeveeenee. Acadiana Regional .........cccccoeoeerinnnne FDC 0/3744 | VOR or TACAN or GPS Rwy 16,
Orig-A...
11/03/00 ...... OH Tiffin e Seneca CoUNtY ....oocceeveeiieenienieenieeene FDC 0/3752 | NDB Rwy 24, Amdt 7...
11/03/00 ...... OR Rouge Valley Intl-Medford . FDC 0/3741 | ILS Rwy 14, Orig...
11/03/00 ...... X Dalhart Muni ..........cceeeenee. FDC 0/3718 | VOR Rwy 17, Amdt 12B...
11/06/00 ...... NV Las Vegas .........cccceeueen. North Las Vegas ........cccoceevvirciienieenne. FDC 0/3819 | GPS Rwy 12 Orig...
11/07/00 ...... AK Anchorage ..........cccceeeeen. Anchorage Intl .......ccccooviiniiiiiiiiie FDC 0/3850 | VOR Rwy 6R, Amdt 12B...
11/07/00 ...... AR Lake Village .. Lake Village Muni ........... FDC 0/3860 | GPS Rwy 1, Orig...
11/07/00 ...... FL Fort Myers .... Southwest Florida Intl FDC 0/3864 | RADAR-1 Amdt 5...
11/07/00 ...... TX Houston .........cccccieeeinn. Ellington Field .......c.ccoeviiiiiniiiee, FDC 0/3834 | ILS Rwy 17R, Amdt 4A...
11/07/00 ...... TX HoUuStoN .....ccoovvviiiiieene. Ellington Field .......cccoooeeiiiiiiiiiee, FDC 0/3835 | GPS Rwy 17R, Orig...

[FR Doc. 00—29320 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 30212; Amdt. No. 2019]
Standard Instrument Approach

Procedures; Miscellaneous
Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment establishes,
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of changes
occurring in the National Airspace
System, such as the commissioning of
new navigational facilities, addition of
new obstacles, or changes in air traffic
requirements. These changes are
designed to provide safe and efficient
use of the navigable airspace and to
promote safe flight operations under
instrument flight rules at the affected
airports.

DATES: An effective date for each SIAP
is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

Incorporation by reference-approved
by the Director of the Federal Register
on December 31, 1980, and reapproved
as of January 1, 1982.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA
Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located; or

3. The Flight Inspection Area Office
which originated the SIAP.

For Purchase—Individual SIAP
copies may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Inquiry Center (APA—
200), FAA Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located.

By Subscription—Copies of all SIAPs,
mailed once every 2 weeks, are for sale
by the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, DC 20402.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald P. Pate, Flight Procedure

Standards Branch (AMCAFS-420),
Flight Technologies and Programs
Division, Flight Standards Service,
Federal Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK. 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082 Oklahoma Gity, OK. 73125)
telephone: (405) 954-4164.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 97)
establishes, amends, suspends, or
revokes Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures (SIAPs). The complete
regulatory description of each SIAP is
contained in official FAA form
documents which are incorporated by
reference in this amendment under 5
U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR part 51, and § 97.20
of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(FAR). The applicable FAA Forms are
identified as FAA Forms 8260-3, 8260—
4, and 8260-5. Materials incorporated
by reference are available for
examination or purchase as stated
above.

The large number of SIAPs, their
complex nature, and the need for a
special format make their verbatim
publication in the Federal Register
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text of
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic
depiction on charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials.
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained in FAA form
documents is unnecessary. The
provisions of this amendment state the
affected CFR (and FAR) sections, with
the types and effective dates of the
SIAPs. This amendment also identifies
the airport, its location, the procedure
identification and the amendment
number.

The Rule

This amendment to part 97 is effective
upon publication of each separate SIAP
as contained in the transmittal. Some
SIAP amendments may have been
previously issued by the FAA in a
National Flight Data Center (NFDC)
Notice to Airmen (NOTAM) as an
emergency action of immediate flight
safety relating directly to published
aeronautical charts. The circumstances
which created the need for some SIAP
amendments may require making them
effective in less than 30 days. For the
remaining SIAPs, an effective date at
least 30 days after publication is
provided.

Further, the SIAPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for

Terminal Instrument Procedures
(TERPS). In developing these SIAPs, the
TERPS criteria were applied to the
conditions existing or anticipated at the
affected airports. Because of the close
and immediate relationship between
these SIAPs and safety in air commerce,
I find that notice and public procedure
before adopting these SIAPs are
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest and, where applicable, that
good cause exists for making some
SIAPs effective in less than 30 days.

Conclusion

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. For the same
reason, the FAA certifies that this
amendment will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air Traffic Control, Airports,
Navigation (Air).

Issued in Washington, DC on November 9,
2000.
L. Nicholas Lacey,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 97) is amended by establishing,
amending, suspending, or revoking
Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, effective at 0901 UTC on
the dates specified, as follows:

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

1. The authority citation for part 97 is
revised to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120, 44701; and 14 CFR 11.49(b)(2).

2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

§897.23, 97.25, 97.27, 97.29, 97.31, 97.33,
97.35 [Amended]

By amending: § 97.23 VOR, VOR/

DME, VOR or TACAN, and VOR/DME
or TACAN; §97.25 LOC, LOC/DME,
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LDA, LDA/DME, SDF, SDF/DME;
§97.27 NDB, NDB/DME; § 97.29 ILS,
ILS/DME, ISMLS, MLS, MLS/DME,
MLS/RNAV; § 97.31 RADAR SIAPs;
§97.33 RNAV SIAPs; and §97.35
COPTER SIAPs, identified as follows:

* * * Effective November 30, 2000

Philadelphia, PA, Philadelphia Intl, ILS RWY
26, Amdt 1

Philadelphia, PA, Philadelphia Intl, ILS
PRM, RWY 26, Orig (Simultaneous Close
Parallel)

Philadelphia, PA, Philadelphia Intl, ILS RWY
27L, Amdt 11

Philadelphia, PA, Philadelphia Intl, ILS
PRM, RWY 27L, Orig (Simultaneous Close
Parallel)

Memphis, TN, Memphis Intl, ILS RWY 36C,
Amdt 1

* * * Effective December 28, 2000

Talladega, AL, Talladega Muni, VOR/DME—
B, Orig

Palmer, MA, Metropolitan, NDB RWY 4,
Orig, CANCELLED

* * * Effective January 25, 2001

Destin, FL, Destin-Fort Walton Beach,
RADAR-1, Amdt 8

Perry, FL, Perry-Foley, NDB RWY 36, Amdt
4

Perry, FL, Perry-Foley, RNAV (GPS) RWY 18,
Orig

Perry, FL, Perry-Foley, RNAV (GPS) RWY 36,
Orig

Perry, FL, Perry-Foley, VOR/DME RNAV OR
GPS RWY 18, Amdt 1, CANCELLED

Atlanta, GA, The William B. Hartsfield
Atlanta Intl, ILS RWY 27L, Amdt 14

Winamac, IN, Arens Field, NDB OR GPS
RWY 9, Amdt 1, CANCELLED

Lexington, KY, Blue Grass, NDB RWY 4,
Amdt 21

Lexington, KY, Blue Grass, ILS RWY 22,
Amdt 18

Owatonna, MN, Owatonna Degner Regional,
ILS RWY 30, Amdt 1

Atlantic City, NJ, Atlantic City Muni/Bader
Field, VOR OR GPS-B, Amdt 1A,
CANCELLED

Atlantic City, NJ, Ocean City Muni, VOR
RWY 6, Amdt 1, CANCELLED

Erwin, NG, Harnett County, VOR/DME RWY
5, Amdt 2

Erwin, NC, HARNETT County, NDB RWY 23,
Amdt 1

Erwin, NC, Harnett County, GPS RWY 5,
Orig-B, CANCELLED

Erwin, NC, Harnett County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 5, Orig

Erwin, NC, Harnett County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 23, Orig

Saranac Lake, NY, Adirondack Regional,
VOR/DME RWY 5, Amdt 3

Saranac Lake, NY, Adirondack Regional,
VOR OR GPS RWY 9, Amdt 1

Saranac Lake, NY, Adirondack Regional,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 5, Orig

Selinsgrove, PA, Penn Valley, VOR-A, Amdt
6

Selinsgrove, PA, Penn Valley, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 17, Orig

Richmond/Ashland, VA, Hanover County
Muni, VOR RWY 16, Amdt 1

Richmond/Ashland, VA, Hanover County
Muni, LOC RWY 16, Amdt 2

Clarksburg, WV, Benedum, ILS RWY 21,
Amdt 1
The FAA published an Amendment in
Docket 30210, Amdt No. 2017 to Part 97 Of
the Federal Aviation Regulations, Volume 65
FR No. 213, Pages 65733 dated Thursday,
November 2, 2000 under section 97.29
effective January 25, 2001 which is hereby
rescinded:
Jackson, WY, Jackson Hole, ILS RWY 18,
Amdt 7

[FR Doc. 00-29319 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

18 CFR Parts 125, 225, and 356

[Docket No. RM99-8-001;
Order No. 617-A]

Preservation of Records of Public
Utilities and Licensees, Natural Gas
Companies, and Oil Pipeline
Companies; Order Denying Rehearing

Issued November 9, 2000.

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, DOE

ACTION: Order denying rehearing.

SUMMARY: Edison Electric Institute (EEI)
filed a request for rehearing seeking
revision of the Commission’s Final Rule
in Order No. 617, Preservation of
Records of Public Utilities and
Licensees, Natural Gas Companies, and
Oil Pipeline Companies. The
Commission denies rehearing.
ADDRESSES: Office of the Secretary,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Mary C. Lauermann (Technical
Information), Office of the Executive
Director, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, D.C. 20426, (202) 208—
0087

Julia A. Lake (Legal Information), Office
of the General Counsel, 888 First
Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426,
(202) 208-2019.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Introduction

In this order, the Commission
addresses a request for rehearing of
Order No. 617, the final rule on the
preservation of records of public
utilities and licensees, natural gas
companies, and oil pipeline
companies.! In Order No. 617, the

165 FR 48148 (Aug. 7, 2000); III FERC Stats. &
Regs. 131,105 (Jul. 21, 2000). The Commission

Commission amended Parts 125, 225,
and 356 2 of its regulations in order to
update, reduce, and clarify records
retention requirements for jurisdictional
public utilities and licensees, natural
gas companies and oil pipeline
companies. Order No. 617 is part of the
Commission’s ongoing program to
update and eliminate burdensome and
unnecessary requirements. These
changes significantly reduce the burden
of maintaining records for regulated
companies.

For the reasons stated below, the
Commission denies rehearing.

II. Background

On July 27, 2000, the Commission
issued Order No. 617, revising the
Commission’s records retention
regulations, which included revising the
general instructions, revising the
records retention periods, and removing
all but two retention reserve items.
Order No. 617, effective January 1, 2001,
is part of the Commission’s ongoing
program to update and eliminate
burdensome and unnecessary
requirements.

A timely request for rehearing was
filed by Edison Electric Institute (EEI)
requesting: (1) Reduction of one
retention period, and (2) revision of one
section of regulatory text. These issues
are addressed separately below.

III. Discussion

1. Reduction of Retention Period

Under the final rule, utilities and
licensees must maintain plant records
for as long as the plant is included in
the company’s accounting records.3 EEI
argues that the new record retention
period for schedule item 8(b)(1) of 25
years represents an increase in the
retention period. EEI requests the
Commission to reduce the record
retention period for schedule item
8(b)(1) back to 6 years, as required
under the prior regulations.

The Commission has not increased
the record retention period for schedule
item 8(b)(1). The record retention period
has always been a minimum of 25
years.* The revised schedule item
8(b)(1) clarifies this 25-year retention
period. The Commission recognized,
however, that many plant items have a
useful life longer than 25 years, and that
other plant items are sold or retired in
less than 25 years. The Commission is

issued a correction notice on August 15, 2000. See
65 FR 50638 (Aug. 21, 2000).

218 CFR Parts 125, 225, and 356.

318 CFR 125.2(g) and 18 CFR 125.3 item 8(b)(1).

4 See former 17 CFR 125.2(j) (“* * * records
related to plant shall be retained a minimum of 25
years.”).
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requiring companies to keep plant
records until the facilities are
permanently removed from service and
retired from the accounting records.
This revision recognizes that it is
possible for companies to maintain
plant records for shorter or longer
periods than 25 years. The Commission,
therefore, denies EEI’s request for a
reduction of the retention period for
schedule item 8(b)(1).

2. Revision of New § 125.2(i)

Section 125.2(i) of the final rule
requires public utilities and licensees to
assure that supporting cost information
is available for services performed by or
for associated or affiliated companies,
including detailed information
regarding the nature of the transaction,
the amounts involved, and the accounts
used to record the transaction. EEI
continues to be concerned that the
language in this section could be
interpreted to expand the Commission’s
authority to records of utility affiliates
in general, instead of just to records that
relate to utility-affiliate transactions. EEI
stated that the Commission’s
clarification provided in the preamble of
the final rule was “very useful and
informative,” and that the “clarification
is valuable because it reduces .* * *
ambiguity” and “reflects the ‘utility-
affiliate’ focus of the records to be
maintained.” However, EEI’s concern is
that the clarification provided in the
preamble should be incorporated into
the regulatory text at § 125.2(i), and
requests that the text be amended to
include the clarification. EEI proposed
the following revision to § 125.2(i):

Public utilities and licensees must assure
the availability of records, to be retained by
the originating entity, of services performed
by a utility or licensee for associated or
affiliated companies and vice versa, with
supporting cost information for the periods
indicated in section 125.3 as necessary, as
they pertain to the cost of the services
performed.

The Commission believes that EEI’s
suggested revision to the regulatory
language in § 125.2(i) is unnecessary.
We find that EEI's suggested revision, in
fact, deletes clarifying language
identifying the kind of information
public utilities and licensees must
retain. The regulatory text in the final
rule clearly states the Commission’s
needs related to records retention for
transactions between utilities and
affiliates. The Commission, therefore,
denies the request for this revision.

IV. Document Availability

In addition to publishing the full text
of this document in the Federal
Register, the Commission provides all

interested persons an opportunity to
view and/or print the contents of this
document via the Internet through
FERC’s Home Page (http://
www.ferc.fed.us) and in FERC’s Public
Reference Room during normal business
hours (8:30 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. Eastern
time) at 888 First Street, NE., Room 2A,
Washington, DC 20426.

From FERC’s Home Page on the
Internet, this information is available in
both the Commission’s Issuance Posting
System (CIPS) and the Records and
Information Management System
(RIMS).

—CIPS provides access to the texts of
formal documents issued by the
Commission since November 14,
1994.

—CIPS can be accessed using the CIPS
link or the Energy Information Online
icon. The full text of this document
will be available on CIPS in ASCII
and WordPerfect 8.0 format for
viewing, printing, and/or
downloading.

—RIMS contains images of documents
submitted to and issued by the
Commission after November 16, 1981.
Documents from November 1995 to
the present can be viewed and printed
from FERC’s Home Page using the
RIMS link or the Energy Information
Online icon. Descriptions of
documents back to November 16,
1981, are also available from RIMS-
on-the-Web; requests for copies of
these and other older documents
should be submitted to the Public
Reference Room.

User assistance is available for RIMS,
CIPS, and the Website during normal
business hours from our Help line at
(202) 208-2222 (e-mail to
Webmaster@ferc.fed.us) or the Public
Reference Room at (202) 208-1371 (e-
mail to
public.referenceroom@ferc.fed.us).

During normal business hours,
documents can also be viewed and/or
printed in FERC’s Public Reference
Room, where RIMS, CIPS, and the FERC
Website are available. User assistance is
also available.

By the Commission.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29330 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms

27 CFR Parts 4, 9, 24, 70 and 275
[T.D. ATF-432]

RIN 1512—-AC25

Technical Amendments

AGENCY: Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms (ATF), Treasury.

ACTION: Final rule: Treasury decision.

SUMMARY: This Treasury decision makes
technical amendments and corrects
typographical errors in various
regulations of the ATF. All changes are
to provide clarity and uniformity
throughout the regulations.

DATES: Effective November 16, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy Kern, Regulations Division, (202)
927-8210, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms, 650 Massachusetts
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20226.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms (ATF) administers regulations
published in title 27, Code of Federal
Regulations. These regulations are
updated April 1 of each year to
incorporate new or revised regulations
that were published by ATF in the
Federal Register during the preceding
year. ATF identified several
amendments that are needed to provide
clarity and uniformity to the regulations
in 27 CFR.

These amendments do not make any
substantive changes and are only
intended to improve the clarity of title
27.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The provisions of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, Public Law 104—
13, 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35, and its
implementing regulations, 5 CFR 1320,
do not apply to this final rule because
there are no recordkeeping or reporting
requirements.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) do
not apply to this rule because no notice
of proposed rulemaking is necessary.

Executive Order 12866

This final rule is not subject to the
requirements of Executive Order 12866
because the regulations make
nonsubstantive technical corrections to
previously published regulations.
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Administrative Procedure Act

Because this final rule merely makes
technical corrections to improve the
clarity of the regulations, it is
unnecessary to issue this final rule with
notice and public procedure under 5
U.S.C. 553(b), or subject to the effective
date limitation in section 553(d).

Drafting Information

The author of this document in Nancy
Kern, Regulations Division, Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms.

List of Subjects
27 CFR Part 4

Advertising, Consumer protection,
Customs duties and inspection, Imports,
Labeling, Liquors, Packaging and
Containers.

27 CFR Part 9

Administrative practices and
procedures, Consumer protection,
Viticultural areas. Wine.

27 CFR Part 24

Administrative practice and
procedure, Authority delegations,
Claims, Electronic fund transfers, Excise
taxes, Exports, Food additives, Fruit
juices, Labeling, Liquors, Packaging and
containers, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Research, Scientific
equipment, Spices and flavoring, Surety
bonds, Taxpaid wine bottling house,
Transportation, Vinegar, Warehouses,
Wine.

27 CFR Part 70

Administrative practice and
procedure, Alcohol and alcoholic
beverages, Authority delegations,
Bankruptcy, Claims, Disaster assistance,
Excise taxes, Firearms and ammunition,
Government employees, Law
enforcement, Law enforcement officers,
Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Seizures and forfeitures,
Surety bonds, Tobacco.

27 CFR Part 275

Administrative practice and
procedure, Authority delegations, Cigars
and cigarettes, Claims, Customs duties
and inspections, Electronic fund
transfers, Excise taxes, Imports,
Labeling, Packaging and containers,
Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Seizures and forfeitures,
Surety bonds, Tobacco.

Authority and Issuance

Accordingly, for the reason set out in
the preamble, Title 27, Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows:

PART 4—LABELING AND
ADVERTISING OF WINE

Paragraph 1. The authority citation
for part 4 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 17 U.S.C. 205
Par. 2. In §4.21, revise the cross

reference at the end of the section to
read as follows:

8§4.21 The standards of identity.
* * * * *

Cross Reference: For regulations
relating to the use of spirits in wine, see
part 24 of this chapter.

Par. 3. Section 4.25a(e)(2) is revised to
read as follows:

§4.25a Appellations of origin.

* * * * *

(e]* *  *

(2) Establishment of American
viticultural areas. Petitions for
establishment of American viticultural
areas may be made to the Director by
any interested party, pursuant to the
provisions of § 70.701(c) of this title.
The petition may be in the form of a
letter, and should contain the following
information referred to in § 9.3(b) of this
title.

* * * * *

PART 9—AMERICAN VITICULTURAL
AREAS

Par. 4. The authority citation for part
9 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 27 U.S.C. 205.

Par. 5. In § 9.3, revise the section
heading and paragraphs (a) and (b)(3) to
read as follows:

§9.3 Relation to parts 4 and 70 of this
chapter.

(a) Procedure. In accordance with
§§4.25a(e)(2) and 70.701(c) of this
chapter, the Director shall receive
petitions to establish American
viticultural areas and shall use the
informal rulemaking process, under 5
U.S.C. 553, in establishing viticultural
areas in this part.

(b) * * *

(3) Evidence relating to the
geographical features (climate, soil,
elevation, physical features, etc.) which
distinguish the viticultural features of
the proposed area from surrounding
areas;

* * * * *

PART 24—WINE

Par. 6. The authority citation for part
24 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552(a); 26 U.S.C. 5001,
5008, 5041, 5042, 5044, 5061, 5062, 5081,

5111-5113, 5121, 5122, 5142, 5143, 5173,
5206, 5214, 5215, 5351, 5353, 5354, 5356,
5357, 5361, 5362, 5364—-5373, 5381-5388,
5391, 5392, 5511, 5551, 5552, 5661, 5662,
5684, 6065, 6091, 6109, 6301, 6302, 6311,
6651, 6676, 7011, 7302, 7342, 7502, 7503,
7606, 7805, 7851; 31 U.S.C. 9301, 9303, 9304,
9306.

Par. 7. In § 24.265, remove the word
“bail” and add the wrod “bailee” in
place thereof.

PART 70—PROCEDURE AND
ADMINISTRATION

Par. 8. The authority citation for part
70 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301 and 552; 26 U.S.C.
4181, 4182, 5146, 5203, 5207, 5275, 5367,
5415, 5504, 5555, 5684(a), 5741, 5761(b),
5802, 6020, 6021, 6064, 6102, 6155, 6159,
6201, 6203, 6204, 6301, 6303, 6311, 6313,
6314, 6321, 6323, 6325, 6326, 6331-6343,
6401-6404, 6407, 6416, 6423, 6501-6503,
6511, 6513, 6514, 6532, 6601, 6602, 6611,
6621, 6622, 6651, 6653, 6656—-6658, 6665,
6671, 6672, 6701, 6723, 6801, 6862, 6863,
6901, 7011, 7101, 7102, 7121, 7122, 7207,
7209, 7214, 7304, 7401, 7403, 7406, 7423,
7424,7425, 7426, 7429, 7430, 7432, 7502,
7503, 7505, 7506, 7513, 7601-7606, 7608—
7610, 7622, 7623, 7653, 7805.

Par. 9. In § 70.411, revise paragraph
(c)(2) to read as follows:

§70.411 Imposition of taxes, qualification
requirements, and regulations.
* * * * *

(C) * x %

(2) Miscellaneous liquor transactions.
Part 170 of 27 CFR contains
miscellaneous regulations relative to the
manufacture, removal, and use of stills
and condensers, and to the notice,
registration, and recordkeeping

requirements therefor.
* * * * *

Par. 10. Remove the reference
“§71.26(h)” each place it appears and
add, in its place, the reference
“§70.802(g)” in the following places;

(a) §70.701(a)(3)(iv); and

(b) § 70.701(b).

PART 275—IMPORTATION OF
TOBACCO PRODUCTS AND
CIGARETTE PAPERS AND TUBES

Par. 10a. The authority citation for
part 275 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 18 U.S.C. 2342; 26 U.S.C. 5701,
5703, 5704, 5705, 5708, 5712, 5713, 5721,
5722,5723, 5741, 5754, 5761, 5762, 5763,
6301, 6302, 6313, 6404, 7101, 7212, 7342,
7606, 7652, 7805; 31 U.S.C. 9301, 9303, 9304,
9306.

Par. 11. In § 275.105, revise the first
sentence to read as follows:

§275.105 Prepayment of tax.

To prepay, in Puerto Rico, the internal
revenue tax imposed by 26 U.S.C.
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7652(a), on tobacco products and
cigarette paper and tubes of Puerto
Rican manufacture which are to be
shipped to the United States, the
shipper shall file, or cause to be filed,
with the Chief, Puerto Rico Operations,
a tax return, ATF Form 5000.25, in
duplicate, with full remittance of tax
which will become due on such tobacco
products and cigarette papers and
tubes.* * *

Signed: October 16, 2000.
Bradley A. Buckles,
Director.

Approved: October 25, 2000.
John P. Simpson,

Deputy Assistant Secretary, (Regulatory,
Tariff and Trade Enforcement).

[FR Doc. 00—-29409 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4810-13-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[MA-081-7211a; A—1-FRL-6897-4]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans;
Massachusetts; Enhanced Motor
Vehicle Inspection and Maintenance
Program

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule.

SUMMARY: We are converting our limited
approval under the Clean Air Act of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts State
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision for
an enhanced vehicle inspection and
maintenance program to a full approval.
In our limited approval, we said
Massachusetts needed to submit
revisions to its SIP to address four
sections of EPA’s enhanced I/M
regulation for full approval. We have
determined that on October 20, 2000
Massachusetts submitted revisions that
meet all of the conditions for full
approval. Additionally, we are also
approving an interim level of emission
reduction credit for the inspection and
maintenance program that can be
utilized by Massachusetts in attainment
planning. The intent of this action is to
convert our limited approval of
Massachusetts’ enhanced vehicle I/M
program SIP to a full approval and to
approve an interim level of emission
reduction credit for attainment planning
purposes.

DATES: This direct final rule is effective
on January 16, 2001 without further
notice, unless EPA receives relevant
adverse comment by December 18,

2000. If adverse comment is received,
EPA will publish a timely withdrawal of
the direct final rule in the Federal
Register and inform the public that the
rule will not take effect.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
David Conroy, Unit Manager, Air
Quality Planning , Office of Ecosystem
Protection (mail code CAQ), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, EPA-
New England, One Congress Street,
Suite 1100, Boston, MA 02114-2023.
Copies of the documents relevant to this
action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours, by appointment at the Office
Ecosystem Protection, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, EPA-
New England, One Congress Street, 11th
floor, Boston, MA; Air and Radiation
Docket and Information Center, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Room M-1500, 401 M Street, (Mail Code
6102), SW., Washington, DC; and
Division of Air Quality Control,
Department of Environmental
Protection, One Winter Street, 8th Floor,
Boston, MA 02108.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter Hagerty, (617) 918—1049.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
This Supplementary Information
section is organized as follows:

I. What action is EPA taking today?

II. What Massachusetts SIP revision is the
topic of this action?

III. What were the requirements for full
approval of the Massachusetts inspection
and maintenance program?

IV. How did Massachusetts fulfill these
requirements for full approval?

V. What action did EPA take to defer
sanctions in Massachusetts?

VI. What credit may Massachusetts assume in
the interim until the correlation study is
complete?

VII. EPA Action

VIII. Administrative Requirements

I. What Action Is EPA Taking Today?

In this action, we are converting our
limited approval of Massachusetts’
enhanced motor vehicle inspection and
maintenance (I/M) SIP to a full
approval.

We are also approving Massachusetts
to use ASM credits for future planning
purposes until the correlation study to
compare IM240 with the Massachusetts
31 second test (MA31 test) is completed.
Note: The full approval of the
Massachusetts I/M program is based on
the ability of the program to achieve the
low-enhanced performance standard,
and EPA has already determined that
the program meets the low-enhanced
standard in its limited approval of the
program.

II. What Massachusetts SIP Revision Is
the Topic of This Action?

This notice deals with a revision to
the State of Massachusetts’ Clean Air
Act SIP submitted by Massachusetts on
October 20, 2000 for certain program
elements necessary to complete the I/M
program. Today we are acting only upon
this October 20, 1999 submittal to
determine that Massachusetts submitted
revisions meeting all of the conditions
necessary to convert the limited
approval of the enhanced I/M plan to a
full approval. In so doing we are not
reopening our final rulemaking granting
limited approval of the Massachusetts
enhanced I/M SIP submitted on May 14,
1999 and approved at 40 CFR
52.1120(c)(122).

III. What Were the Requirements for
Full Approval of the Massachusetts
Inspection and Maintenance Program?

Approval of Massachusetts’ I/'M
program SIP required submission of
information to meet the requirements of
the following sections of EPA’s I/M
regulations: Network type and program
evaluation—40 CFR 51.353; Quality
control—40 CFR 51.359; Quality
assurance—40 CFR 51.363; and On-road
testing—40 CFR 51.371.

IV. How Did Massachusetts Fulfill
These Requirements for Full Approval?

On October 20, 2000, Massachusetts
submitted revisions to its enhanced I/M
SIP to EPA in order to meet the
conditions for full approval. The
following is a description of the
measures which Massachusetts has
submitted to meet each of the deficient
areas described in the limited approval
approved at 40 CFR 52.1120(c)(122).

1. Network type and program
evaluation—40 CFR 51.353—As part of
its October 20, 2000 submittal,
Massachusetts submitted a document
entitled ‘“Program Evaluation Plans For
the Enhanced Inspection and
Maintenance Program,” dated October
2000. The Program Evaluation Plans
contained a final “MA31-to-IM240
Correlation Study.” The protocol for the
correlation study was developed with
EPA input and is acceptable to establish
final emission reduction credit for the
Massachusetts I/M program. A task
assignment has been signed by
Massachusetts to gather data to conduct
the study described in the protocol. A
copy of that task assignment was
included in the October 20, 2000
submittal.

The Program Evaluation Plans, dated
October 2000, also contained a ‘“Phase
2 Program Evaluation Plan for the
Massachusetts I&M Program.” The
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phase 2 program evaluation will begin
after the MA31-to-IM240 correlation
study is complete. The phase 2 program
will evaluate the Massachusetts I/M
program using a modified method of the
EPA/Sierra Research Method. On
January 9, 1998 (63 FR 1362), EPA
finalized revisions to its program
evaluation requirements allowing this
methodology to be utilized. This section
of the SIP now meets the requirements
of EPA’s I/M rule.

2. Quality control—40 CFR 51.359—
As part of its October 20, 2000
submittal, Massachusetts submitted a
document entitled “Quality Assurance
and Quality Control Plan For the
Massachusetts Enhanced Emissions and
Safety Inspection Program,” dated
October 16, 2000. This plan contains the
needed quality control procedures. This
section of the SIP now meets the
requirements of EPA’s I/M rule.

3. Quality assurance—40 CFR
51.363—As part of its October 20, 2000
submittal, Massachusetts submitted a
document entitled “Quality Assurance
and Quality Control Plan For the
Massachusetts Enhanced Emissions and
Safety Inspection Program,” dated
October 16, 2000. This plan contains the
needed quality assurance measures and
provisions. This section of the SIP now
meets the requirements of EPA’s I/M
rule.

4. On-road testing—40 CFR 51.371—
In the October 20, 2000 submittal letter,
Massachusetts has committed to
conducting on-road testing with remote
sensing and has shown that resources
are available to do the testing. Data will
be analyzed and a report submitted to
EPA. This section of the SIP now meets
the requirements of EPA’s I/M rule.

V. What Action Did EPA Take To Defer
Sanctions in Massachusetts?

Due to the disapproval of an earlier I/
M SIP submitted by the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts, the Clean Air Act’s
offset sanction was applicable in
Massachusetts beginning May 15, 1999
and the Clean Air Act’s highway
sanction was applicable beginning
November 15, 1999. On November 30,
1999 (64 FR 66775), EPA published an
interim final rule in the Federal
Register which deferred the application
of those sanctions beginning on
December 15, 1999. Our interim final
rule was based on a finding that
Massachusetts had more likely than not
implemented an approvable enhanced I/
M program that was to take effect on
December 15, 1999. In that action EPA
said that the implementation of
sanctions will be deferred until EPA
takes final action on the I/M SIP.

Today EPA is taking final, full
approval of Massachusetts’ submitted
enhanced I/M program SIP revision.
Accordingly, all sanctions and FIP
clocks related to approval of
Massachusetts’ I/M program are
terminated upon the effective date of
today’s action.

VI. What Credit May Massachusetts
Assume in the Interim Until the
Correlation Study Is Complete?

In EPA’s supplementary proposed
rule on the Massachusetts I/M SIP
published on November 30, 1999 (64 FR
66829), EPA stated that there was no
data available at the time to assign the
exact emission reduction credit for the
combination of test type and equipment
that the Commonwealth was
implementing (i.e., a 31 second
transient test utilizing the BAR 31 trace
and NYTEST equipment). We did state
that, even if one makes extremely
conservative assumptions about the
efficacy of the Massachusetts test, EPA’s
mobile modeling shows that the I/M
program demonstrates compliance with
EPA’s performance standard for a low
enhanced program. We also
acknowledged that Massachusetts will
conduct necessary comparison testing to
determine the appropriate emission
reduction for SIP credit using the
combination of the BAR 31 transient
trace with NYTEST equipment and
stated that this would be important for
purposes of approving the ozone
attainment demonstration for the one-
hour ozone standard submitted by the
Commonwealth on July 27, 1998.

On December 16, 1999 (64 FR 70319),
EPA proposed approval of the
Massachusetts attainment
demonstration for the Springfield
(Western Massachusetts) ozone
nonattainment area. EPA stated that
unless Massachusetts submitted a
demonstration which would
substantiate the level of credit claimed
for their I/M program, EPA would
disapprove the attainment
demonstration. Id. at 70329-30. In the
meantime, while Massachusetts has
pursued such a test program and has in
fact signed a work order to execute this
program, additional information has
become available which allows the
Agency to exercise engineering
judgement in estimating the credit level
of the MA31 test program. The MA 31
test program combines use of the
NYTEST equipment used in New York
with the BAR 31 test cycle used in
Oregon.

The additional information EPA has
received is a test program which
resulted in an evaluation of the
difference in effectiveness between

EPA’s IM240 equipment and NYTEST
equipment which is utilized by
Massachusetts. This test program
quantified the effectiveness of NYTEST
and granted it 95% of the IM240
hydrocarbon (HC) reduction credit and
99% of the IM240 reduction credit for
both carbon monoxide (CO) and
nitrogen oxides ( NOx).

In November 25, 1996, EPA had
quantified the BAR31 cycle currently
run in Oregon (OR31) as receiving 90%
of the IM240 HC credit and 95% of the
IM240 CO and NOx credit. Although the
OR31 uses the same cycle as the MA31
test, the OR31 employs IM240
equipment, which is more accurate than
the BAR97 equipment specified in the
MAZ31 test. Therefore, the credit
afforded the MA31 at this time has been
slightly reduced to reflect this
equipment discrepancy. The NYTEST
equipment analysis taken in concert
with the earlier information defining the
relationship between OR31 and IM240
cycles results in the Agency agreeing,
based on our best engineering judgment,
that the level of credit Massachusetts
needs to support their attainment
demonstration for their currently
operating I/M program is acceptable.
Massachusetts needs a level of credit
equivalent to ASM2 at final cut points.
The level of credit granted the MA31 as
compared to the IM240 is 85% for HC,
87% for CO and 85% for NOx.

At this time, EPA believes
Massachusetts will continue work on
two related but distinct efforts. The first
is to obtain and analyze MA31/IM240
correlation data, and the second is that
Massachusetts will also perform a
program evaluation to quantify the
emissions benefits achieved by the
program. EPA will review the
correlation data as well as the program
evaluation data, and take notice and
comment as appropriate on whether the
data bears out our current determination
with regard to the level of credit granted
to the program. If it does not, we will
take appropriate action to correct any
SIP shortfall.

VII. EPA Action

EPA is converting its limited approval
of Massachusetts’ enhanced I/M
program to a full approval. Accordingly,
all sanctions and FIP clocks related to
approval of Massachusetts’ I/M program
are terminated upon the effective date of
today’s action. An extensive discussion
of Massachusetts’ enhanced I/M
program and our rationale for our
limited approval action was provided in
the previous final rule for the
Massachusetts enhanced I/M program
approved at 40 CFR 52.1120(c)(122).
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Additionally, we are also approving
an interim level of emission reduction
credit for the inspection and
maintenance program that can be
utilized by Massachusetts in attainment
planning.

The EPA is publishing this action
without prior proposal because the
Agency views this as a noncontroversial
amendment and anticipates no adverse
comments. However, in the proposed
rules section of this Federal Register
publication, EPA is publishing a
separate document that will serve as the
proposal to approve the SIP revision
should relevant adverse comments be
filed. This rule will be effective January
16, 2001 without further notice unless
the Agency receives relevant adverse
comments by December 18, 2000.

If the EPA receives such comments,
then EPA will publish a notice
withdrawing the final rule and
informing the public that the rule will
not take effect. All public comments
received will then be addressed in a
subsequent final rule based on the
proposed rule. The EPA will not
institute a second comment period on
the proposed rule. Any parties
interested in commenting on the
proposed rule should do so at this time.
If no such comments are received, the
public is advised that this rule will be
effective on January 16, 2001 and no
further action will be taken on the
proposed rule.

Please note that if EPA receives
adverse comment on an amendment,
paragraph, or section of this rule and if
that provision may be severed from the
remainder of the rule, EPA may adopt
as final those provisions of the rule that
are not the subject of an adverse
comment.

VIII. Administrative Requirements

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993), this action is
not a ‘“‘significant regulatory action” and
therefore is not subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget. This
action merely approves state law as
meeting Federal requirements and
imposes no additional requirements
beyond those imposed by state law.
Accordingly, the Administrator certifies

that this rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601
et seq.). Because this rule approves pre-
existing requirements under state law
and does not impose any additional
enforceable duty beyond that required
by state law, it does not contain any
unfunded mandate or significantly or
uniquely affect small governments, as
described in the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104—4). For
the same reason, this rule also does not
significantly or uniquely affect the
communities of tribal governments, as
specified by Executive Order 13084 (63
FR 27655, May 10, 1998). This rule will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255,
August 10, 1999), because it merely
approves a state rule implementing a
Federal standard, and does not alter the
relationship or the distribution of power
and responsibilities established in the
Clean Air Act. This rule also is not
subject to Executive Order 13045 (62 FR
19885, April 23, 1997), because it is not
economically significant.

In reviewing SIP submissions, EPA’s
role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the Clean Air Act. In this context, in the
absence of a prior existing requirement
for the State to use voluntary consensus
standards (VCS), EPA has no authority
to disapprove a SIP submission for
failure to use VCS. It would thus be
inconsistent with applicable law for
EPA, when it reviews a SIP submission,
to use VCS in place of a SIP submission
that otherwise satisfies the provisions of
the Clean Air Act. Thus, the
requirements of section 12(d) of the
National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C.
272 note) do not apply. As required by
section 3 of Executive Order 12988 (61
FR 4729, February 7, 1996), in issuing
this rule, EPA has taken the necessary
steps to eliminate drafting errors and
ambiguity, minimize potential litigation,

and provide a clear legal standard for
affected conduct. EPA has complied
with Executive Order 12630 (53 FR
8859, March 15, 1988) by examining the
takings implications of the rule in
accordance with the “Attorney
General’s Supplemental Guidelines for
the Evaluation of Risk and Avoidance of
Unanticipated Takings” issued under
the executive order. This rule does not
impose an information collection
burden under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. section 801 ef seq., as added by
the Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996,
generally provides that before a rule
may take effect, the agency
promulgating the rule must submit a
rule report, which includes a copy of
the rule, to each House of the Congress
and to the Comptroller General of the
United States. EPA will submit a report
containing this rule and other required
information to the U.S. Senate, the U.S.
House of Representatives, and the
Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
the Federal Register. A major rule
cannot take effect until 60 days after it
is published in the Federal Register.
This action is not a “major rule” as
defined by 5 U.S.C. section 804(2).

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit by January 16, 2001.
Interested parties should comment in
response to the proposed rule rather
than petition for judicial review, unless
the objection arises after the comment
period allowed for in the proposal.
Filing a petition for reconsideration by
the Administrator of this final rule does
not affect the finality of this rule for the
purposes of judicial review nor does it
extend the time within which a petition
for judicial review may be filed, and
shall not postpone the effectiveness of
such rule or action. This action may not
be challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements. (See section

307(b)(2).)
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List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone, Particulate
matter, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: October 27, 2000.

Mindy S. Lubber,
Regional Administrator, EPA—New England.

Part 52 of chapter I, title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

PART 52—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Subpart W—Massachusetts

2. Section 52.1159 is added to read as
follows:

§52.1159 Enhanced Motor Vehicle
Inspection and Maintenance.

(a) Revisions submitted by the
Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection on October
20, 2000, to the motor vehicle
inspection and maintenance program
are approved:

(1) Letter from the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection
dated October 20, 2000 submitting a
revision to the Massachusetts State
Implementation Plan.

(2) Document entitled “Quality
Assurance and Quality Control Plan For
the Massachusetts Enhanced Emissions
and Safety Inspection Program,” dated
October 16, 2000.

(3) Document entitled ‘“Program
Evaluation Plans For the Enhanced
Inspection and Maintenance Program,”
dated October 2000, and supporting
contracts.

[FR Doc. 00—-29220 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560-50-P
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Proposed Rules

Federal Register
Vol. 65, No. 222

Thursday, November 16, 2000

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the proposed
issuance of rules and regulations. The
purpose of these notices is to give interested
persons an opportunity to participate in the
rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2000-NE-24—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Pratt &

Whitney Canada (P&WC) Model PW305
and PW305A Turbofan Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to Pratt
& Whitney Canada (P&WC) Model
PW305 and PW305A turbofan engines.
This proposal would require removing
stage 4 low pressure turbine (LPT) disks
from service before exceeding new,
lower cyclic life limits. This proposal is
prompted by the results of a spin pit test
analysis which indicate that the stage 4
LPT disk does not have full published
life. The actions specified by the
proposed AD are intended to prevent
LPT disk failure resulting from
premature cracking of the LPT disks,
which could result in an uncontained
engine failure and damage to the
airplane.

DATES: Comments must be received by
December 18, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments to the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA),
New England Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 2000-NE-24—-AD, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299. Comments may also be
sent via the Internet using the following
address: ‘“9-ane-adcomment@faa.gov’’.
Comments sent via the Internet must
contain the docket number in the
subject line. Comments may be
inspected at this location between 8:00
a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

This information may be examined at
the FAA, New England Region, Office of
the Regional Counsel, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington, MA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James Rosa, Aerospace Engineer, Engine
Certification Office, FAA, Engine and
Propeller Directorate, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington, MA 01803—
5299; telephone: (781) 238-7152; fax
(781) 238-7199.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this action may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this action
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 2000-NE-24—-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRM’s

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, New England Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 2000-NE-24—AD, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803-5299.

Discussion

Transport Canada, which is the
airworthiness authority for Canada,

recently notified the FAA that an unsafe
condition may exist on P&WC model
PW305 and PW305A turbofan engines.
P&WC ran a spin test and found earlier
than expected indications of crack
initiation. As a result of this test,
Transport Canada advises that there is a
possibility of premature failure of the
stage 4 LPT disks, part numbers (P/N’s)
30A1457 and 30A1499. This condition,
if not corrected, could cause a failure of
the stage 4 LPT disk, that could result
in an uncontained engine failure and
damage to the airplane. To prevent a
premature failure of the stage 4 LPT
disk, this proposal would decrease the
current life limit of these disks from
5,000 to 4,000 cycles-in-service (CIS).

Bilateral Airworthiness Agreement

This engine model is manufactured in
Canada and is type certificated for
operation in the United States under the
provisions of § 21.29 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.29)
and the applicable bilateral
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to
this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
Transport Canada has kept the FAA
informed of the situation described
above. The FAA has examined the
findings of Transport Canada, reviewed
all available information, and
determined that AD action is necessary
for products of this type design that are
certificated for operation in the United
States. To prevent premature failure of
the stage 4 LPT disk used in the model
PW305 and PW305A engines, Transport
Canada issued airworthiness directive
(AD) CF—99-28 in order to ensure the
airworthiness of these P&KWC engines in
Canada.

Proposed Actions

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other products of this same
type design, the proposed AD would
require removing certain stage 4 LPT
disk P/N’s 30A1457 and 30A1499 from
service, before exceeding new lower
cyclic life limit of 4000 CIS, and
replacing them with serviceable parts.
The new life limits are based on spin
test analysis results that indicate that
the LPT disks do not have full
published lives.

Economic Analysis

There are currently 358 engines in the
domestic fleet containing the affected
stage 4 LPT disks, P/N’s 30A1457 and
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30A1499, and a total of 484 engines in
the worldwide fleet. The total cost to the
domestic fleet to remove and replace
these disks at the new life limit of 4000
CIS, rather than the former life limit of
5000 CIS, is estimated to be $6,331,015.

Regulatory Impact

This proposed rule does not have
federalism implications, as defined in
Executive Order 13132, because it
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government.
Accordingly, the FAA has not consulted
with state authorities prior to
publication of this proposed rule.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Pratt & Whitney Canada: Docket No. 2000—
NE-24-AD.

Applicability: Pratt & Whitney Canada
(P&WC) Model PW305 and PW305A turbofan
engines, with stage 4 low pressure turbine
(LPT) disks, part numbers (P/N’s) 30A1457
and 30A1499. These engines are installed on
but not limited to British Aerospace BAe. 125

1000A, BAe. 125 1000B, Hawker 1000 and
Learjet 60 series airplanes.

Note 1: This airworthiness directive (AD)
applies to each engine identified in the
preceding applicability provision, regardless
of whether it has been modified, altered, or
repaired in the area subject to the
requirements of this AD. For engines that
have been modified, altered, or repaired so
that the performance of the requirements of
this AD is affected, the owner/operator must
request approval for an alternative method of
compliance in accordance with paragraph (c)
of this AD. The request should include an
assessment of the effect of the modification,
alteration, or repair on the unsafe condition
addressed by this AD; and, if the unsafe
condition has not been eliminated, the
request should include specific proposed
actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent premature LPT disk failure due
to cracking of the LPT disks, which could
result in an uncontained engine failure and
damage to the airplane, accomplish the
following:

New Stage 4 LPT Life Limit

(a) Remove stage 4 LPT disks, P/N’s
30A1457 and 30A1499, prior to exceeding
the new life limit of 4000 cycles-in-service
(CIS).

(b) Except for the provisions of paragraph
(c) of this AD, no parts, identified by P/N in
paragraph (a) of this AD, that exceed the new
life limit of 4000 CIS, may be installed.

Alternative Method of Compliance

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Engine
Certification Office (ECO). Operators shall
submit their request through an appropriate
FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, who
may add comments and then send it to the
Manager, ECO.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this airworthiness directive,
if any, may be obtained from the ECO.

Ferry Flights

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Issued in Burlington, MA, on November 9,
2000.
David A. Downey,

Assistant Manager, Engine and Propeller
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 0029379 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Minerals Management Service

30 CFR Part 203
RIN 1010-AC71
Relief or Reduction in Royalty Rates—

Deep Water Royalty Relief for OCS Qil
and Gas Leases Issued After 2000

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service
(MMS), Interior.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This proposed rule revises
regulations on royalty relief for oil and
gas producers on the Outer Continental
Shelf (OCS). It provides for suspension
or reduction of royalty on a case-by-case
basis for certain additional categories of
OCS leases. Also, it identifies
circumstances when we may consider
special royalty relief outside our
established end-of-life and deep water
royalty relief (DWRR) programs.

DATES: We will consider all comments
we receive by December 18, 2000. We
will begin reviewing comments then
and may not fully consider comments
we receive after December 18, 2000.
ADDRESSES: If you wish to comment,
you may mail or hand-carry comments
to the Department of the Interior,
Minerals Management Service; Mail
Stop 4024; 381 Elden Street; Herndon,
Virginia 20170-4817; Attention: Rules
Processing Team (RPT). The RPT’s e-
mail address is:
rules.comments@MMS.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Marshall Rose, Economics Division, at
(703) 787-1536.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The OCS
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337 et seq.) is the
basis for our regulations on suspending
or lowering royalties on OCS leases.
This rule describes how certain new
deep water leases may qualify for
royalty suspensions and what
circumstances might cause us to grant
royalty relief outside normal
procedures.

Background

The regulations at 30 CFR part 203
implement the Secretary of the Interior’s
(Secretary) authority to grant royalty
relief to OCS leases. Section 302 of the
Outer Continental Shelf Deep Water
Royalty Relief Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104—
58) (the Act), gave us the authority to
promote development and production of
marginal resources in certain areas by
suspending royalties. Existing
regulations describe our programs in
three discretionary relief situations—
leases nearing the end of their life, new



69260

Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 222/ Thursday, November 16, 2000/Proposed Rules

developments in water 200 meters or
deeper (deep water) in the Gulf of
Mexico (GOM), or deep water expansion
projects in the GOM. Our programs
balance the effectiveness of royalty
relief to encourage production that
otherwise would not occur with receipt
of fair market value for public resources
in the specific circumstances of the
individual leases.

Discretionary Relief To Promote Future
Deep Water Development

Promotion of development with
discretionary royalty relief serves
several public purposes. In marginal
circumstances, royalty suspension can
encourage development of resources
that otherwise might be bypassed.
Royalty suspension can also lead to new
production that uses existing
infrastructure. Further, making relief
discretionary avoids the need to offer
blanket relief to whole categories of
leases, many of which do not need it to
attract exploration or development
interest.

The Act contained the following
provisions relating to DWRR:

* It authorized granting royalty relief
both to nonproducing leases and to
expansion projects on producing leases
issued before adoption of royalty
suspension in lease terms (pre-Act
leases).

« It directed that we implement this
authority in deep water (200 meters and
greater water depth) because of the
greater costs and economic risks
involved in operating at those depths
than in shallower water.

It set out a qualification test
intended to grant relief only when
development otherwise would not make
€Cconomic sense.

Based on the Act, our current
regulations governing pre-Act leases
oblige us to consider each field in its
entirety. That approach commits us to
evaluating all the resources that the
field may contain. To improve the
assumptions that we have to make, we
propose to add language to invite
applicants to share information they
may have on other leases that may
eventually become part of the field. (See
clarifications we propose in § 203.63)
Also, we propose to add language to
clarify the reservoir and well data we
are looking for in the geological and
geophysical (G&G) report part of the
application. (See changes proposed to
§203.86) Both of these proposed
changes reflect additional information
we have requested from previous
applicants.

After November 2000, we will issue
new deep water leases. Some will be
like pre-Act leases in that we will issue

them with no royalty suspension (RS)
volume. Others, which we call RS
leases, will have a royalty suspension
included in the lease terms. In some
circumstances, the size of the royalty
suspension in the lease may be
inadequate to induce development. For
instance, stand-alone development of a
marginal prospect may require more
relief than a royalty suspension
designed for a tie-back development.
Because may of the special risks
associated with deep water
development remain, we propose to
offer all leases issued in sales after
November 2000 (post-2000 deep water
leases) the opportunity to qualify for
enough royalty suspension to make a
development project or an expansion
project economic. Deep water leases
issued after the date of enactment of the
Act and prior to November 28, 2000
(eligible leases), may not apply for
royalty relief beyond the eligible
amount specified in the lease.

Since the minimum suspension
volumes set in the Act do not apply to
leases issued in sales held after
November 28, 2000, we propose to offer
royalty suspension volumes on a project
rather than a field-basis for post-2000
deep water leases. Specifically, any
future deep water lease that lies west of
87 degrees, 30 minutes west longitude
in the GOM may apply for royalty
suspension on a development project if
it had not produced, or on an expansion
project if it has produced. Hereinafter,
unless otherwise specified, reference to
a “project” includes either a
development of an expansion project.
(See the new applicant category we add
in proposed changes to § 203.60.)

The Act established a deadline by
which we must evaluate a DWRR
application for a pre-Act lease. The
deadline helps development planning
by giving applicants certainty about
how long they can expect to wait for our
relief determination. When companies
have other investment opportunities,
that planning certainty may be an
important factor for keeping a marginal
project alive. We plan to retain this
deadline as a commitment for
applications for post-2000 deep water
leases. The Act also sets a default
royalty suspension in the event we fail
to act in time on an application. We
propose to adopt a default royalty
suspension amount that reflects the
length of the delay, rather than the fixed
default amount set by the DWRR Act for
pre-Act leases. Specifically, if we fail to
render a DWRR determination within
180 days (plus authorized extensions), a
project on a post-2000 deep water lease
will produce royalty-free for the number
of months we delay a decision, plus the

entire volume which our belated
decision grants. (See the proposed new
category we add to the table in

§ 203.66.)

Adjustments to Our DWRR Program

We have considered six DWRR
applications over 4 years under the
existing rules in 30 CFR part 203.
During those evaluations, we identified
some program elements that may
produce results contrary to our
intentions. We will therefore adjust
provisions on minimum suspension
volumes, sunk costs, discount rates,
performance conditions, and allowable
price increases while we modify these
rules to authorize applications for
royalty suspension by leases issued in
OCS sales after November 2000.

Adjustments to Minimum Suspension
Volumes and Relief Shares

Except for an application involving a
pre-Act lease on a field that did not
produce before the Act, we propose to
reduce the minimum suspension
volumes for DWRR we grant to
nonproducing leases. The field-sized
minimums established in the Act will
continue to apply to qualifying
applications that involve pre-Act leases.
Congress based those original
minimums on cost and producibility
estimates from the early 1990’s for field
development. Since then, improved
knowledge of deep water resources,
technical progress, and new
infrastructure have significantly
reduced the size necessary for an
economic prospect. As early as February
1996, the “0Oil and Gas Journal”’
reported that industry experts believe
the economic threshold for developing
deep water projects had dropped from
the 150 million barrels of oil equivalent
(MMBOE) range to the 30 to 35 MMBOE
range because deep water fields were
proving more prolific and less
troublesome than fields on the near-
shore shelf. The fact that the Act’s
minimum suspension volumes exceed
the expected resource sizes (in some
cases by a large margin) in all but one
of the deep water field applications we
have reviewed, reflects the change in
economic threshold.

We propose to offer more appropriate
minimum royalty suspension volumes
for development projects and for
expansion projects that qualify for relief.
For a development project on a pre-
production RS lease, the minimum will
equal the royalty suspension volume
with which we issued the lease, plus an
increment explained in the following
section on sunk cost. As explained in
our companion proposed rule modifying
30 CFR part 260, published on
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September 14, 2000 (65 FR 55476), we
plan to update the royalty suspension
volumes with which we issue RS leases
over time as needed. We also propose to
offer a minimum suspension volume to
expansion projects and to development
projects on leases issued with no royalty
suspension volume in sales after
November 2000. The minimum for these
projects will equal the increment
explained in the next section on sunk
cost.

When multiple nonproducing RS
leases participate, the minimum volume
suspension for the project equals the
sum of the royalty suspension volumes
applicable to the participating leases
plus the increment explained in the
next section. As with an expansion
project, the applicant defines the scope
of the development project, and relief
applies only to wells included in the
application. We reserve the right, as we
do under the current program, to
remove nonprospective wells or leases
from the evaluation. (See the proposed
new paragraph and conforming changes
in §203.69.)

With one exception, all leases
participating in a successful application
for DWRR share the single relief volume
we approve. If the application involves
a pre-Act lease, the single volume must
at least equal the field-sized minimum
set in the Act and applies to all
production from the field. In these
cases, we evaluate field rather than
project economics, and all lessees share
the volume we grant to the field.

If the application involves only post-
2000 deep water leases, the single relief
volume equals the amount we judge
necessary to make the project economic.
In this case, the royalty suspension
replaces any suspension volume in the
lease instruments and only applies to
the reservoirs identified in the
application. Thus, should a qualifying
project fail to produce the full royalty
suspension volume we grant in response
to an application, the leases that
participated in the application may not
apply the unused volume suspension to
other production. To do otherwise
encourages understatement of a lease’s
potential in the application we review.
If no production has occurred from the
participating leases, the royalty
suspension volume is subject to the
minimum applicable for the
development or expansion project.

The one exception to sharing a single
volume occurs when an eligible lease is
part of the field, In that instance, the
eligible lease may produce royalty-free
up to its field-sized suspension volume,
regardless of the volume we set for the
project proposed by the other leases.
However, production from a

development project on the same field
counts against the field-sized volume
available to the eligible lease.

We reflect these principles by adding
the new applicant category in the
proposed changes to § 203.71.

Adjustments to the Evaluation Elements

Except for cases that involve fields
with a pre-Act lease, we propose to
change the way we count sunk costs in
the determination of whether an
application qualifies for royalty relief.
To comply with the Act’s instruction to
consider historic costs for pre-Act
leases, we originally included the costs
of and after the discovery well when
calculating whether a field appeared
economic, but only on fields where no
production had yet occurred. We now
propose to allow the documented costs
of the discovery well, both for
development projects on post-2000 deep
water leases and for expansion projects
on pre-Act or on post-2000 deep water
leases. The discovery well is the one
that penetrates the first reservoir
targeted by the project and that meets
the well producibility requirements of
30 CFR part 250. We expect that
allowing sunk costs for this broader
scope of prospects will help promote
exploration in deep water and greater
use of the opportunity to obtain
supplementary royalty suspension
volumes. Allowing some sunk costs to
more applicants permits more leases to
quality for royalty relief and thus
encourages more exploration.

Unlike the treatment of sunk costs on
pre-Act leases, we do not intend to
count pre-application costs subsequent
to the discovery well. This more limited
treatment reflects a balanced approach
to competing considerations. On the one
hand, overcoming the unusual risks of
deep water development may depend
on Government sharing some of the
uncertainty burden, even on expansion
projects. Also, our regulations require
only a discovery well before we will
consider an application. Further, the
uneconomic level for development
projects will be lower because
determination of whether the project
qualifies for a supplemental volume
suspension includes the value of any
volume suspension with which we
issued the participating leases. On the
other hand, only future costs, not
historic costs, influence decisions on
whether to proceed on a specific project.
Further, activities and costs other than
the discovery well, such as acquiring
seismic data, completing engineering
studies, or drilling additional wells, are
conducted at the applicant’s discretion
before filing an application for royalty
relief. Additionally, costs associated

with these other activities are more
likely than a discovery well to benefit
other prospects for help attract other
partners or successor owners to this
prospect. Counting only the cost of the
discovery well balances sharing the
exploration risk with the responsibility
to include only relevant costs. (See the
new category of sunk cost treatment
proposed in the table in § 203.68.)

We do not propose to change the
exclusion of sunk cost from the
determination of how much relief a
project needs to become economic
(volume test). To do otherwise risks
adding relief well beyond that necessary
to make development economic. Also, it
directs more relief to just the wrong
projects, specifically those that are more
likely to continue anyway because they
have relatively smaller costs left to incur
and that must be covered by future
production. However, we will ensure
that inclusion of sunk cost in the
qualification determination gives the
applicant an unambiguous benefit. We
propose to do that by adding an
increment of royalty-free production to
any royalty suspension volume with
which a qualifying project starts the
application process. Our qualification
test does factor in the volume
suspensions with which we issued
leases participating in the application,
but not this increment.

We propose to set this increment at 10
percent of the most likely resource size
we agree is appropriate for the project.
For instance, consider a development
project that MMS agrees has a most
likely resource size of 60 MMBOE. If it
qualifies for relief and is located on RS
leases that we issued with a combined
royalty suspension volume of 20
MMBOE, it will get a royalty suspension
of at least 26 MMBOE. An expansion
project in this situation would get at
least 6 MMBOE.

This form of increment improves on
a universal fixed increment or one tied
to water depth because it is project-
specific. Further, its relatively small size
ensures that it neither provides too
much or too little relief to encourage
individual project development and
program-wide exploration. It is
preferable to a time-based increment,
such as an extra year of royalty-free
production, because it does not risk
damaging ultimate recovery by creating
an incentive to accelerate production to
avoid royalties. A sub-marginal project
may need royalty suspension for
anywhere from a small fraction of its
reserves to virtually all of them to be
worth developing. If something less
than royalty-free production of 50
percent of reserves on average justifies
development on a look-forward basis
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(excluding sunk costs), a fraction of that
could be safely provided to induce
exploration. The 10-percent share
represents a considered amount
designed to encourage exploration on
future projects deemed marginally or
sub-marginally profitable. This policy
leaves up to 90 percent of the project’s
production still subject to royalties.

Thus, the project-specific increment
serves as a uniform replacement for
sunk cost in the volume determination
test. This increment assures any project
that qualifies for supplemental relief
because of sunk cost will have an
additional volume suspension on top of
what it has already. A development or
an expansion project, therefore, may get
a somewhat larger volume suspension
than it needs to be economic on a look-
forward basis. Alternatively, the project
would get a larger volume than the
minimum volume suspension if our
evaluation indicates it needs more relief
than the minimum to be economic on a
look-forward basis. (See changes in
§203.69.)

To help us evaluate the effects of
revising our treatment of sunk cost, we
would like your comments on the
following questions.

* How does a credit for sunk costs
change your incentive to explore a risky
prospect and to apply for royalty relief?

* What other treatments of sunk costs
promote exploration without resulting
in excessive volume suspension for
many projects?

Also, we propose to lower the
viability standard we set as a
prerequisite to evaluating a field’s or a
project’s need for relief. Our current
evaluation procedure requires that the
application meet two economic criteria.
First, the application must show that a
field or project is viable, i.e., would be
economic assuming it paid no royalties
and no sunk costs. Second, qualification
for relief requires that the application
show a nonproducing field would not
be profitable assuming it paid certain
sunk costs and full royalties, or that an
expansion project would not be
profitable paying full royalties. We have
revised § 203.67 to clarify the dual
criteria for qualification.

Until now, we insisted that the same
discount rate be used for both the
viability and the profitability estimates.
While ensuring that the application
does not give an overly pessimistic
portrayal of the field or expansion
project, this equivalence of discount
rates may be too restrictive.
Development without royalty or sunk
costs should be less risky than if these
costs have to be covered. Thus, the cost
of capital under the viability
circumstances should be lower than

when full royalties and sunk costs must
be paid. To acknowledge this potential
difference, we propose to accept
applications that demonstrate fields or
projects have a positive value at a 10-
percent real rate of discount. Applicants
retain the right to set the discount rate
we use for the profitability test at any
value between 10 and 15 percent. (See
changes to the guidelines that
accompany § 203.67.) The MMS
website, www.gomr.mms.gov/homepg/
offshore/royrelef.html, provides the
most current version of these guidelines,
including the parameters we prescribe
for discount rates and prices.

This change in our discount rate
procedure offsets one effect of changing
the way we treat sunk costs, for leases
other than pre-Act leases, in our
qualification determination. A 10-
percent discount rate has the effect of
raising the estimated present value of
the field or project in the absence of
royalties. Past applicants always chose a
15-percent discount rate. We anticipate
that future applicants will continue to
choose the maximum allowed discount
rate for the full royalty profitability
analysis. Thus, while limiting sunk
costs generally reduces the difference
between the viability and profitability
estimate, a lower discount rate for the
viability estimate than for the
profitability estimate will increase this
difference. The larger difference allows
a wider range of circumstances to
qualify as marginal fields or projects in
need of royalty relief. More generally,
limiting sunk costs for post-2000 deep
water leases and acknowledging that
development risks may be different with
and without royalties makes our
evaluation of economic need more
realistic.

Finally, we are proposing to add
language that clarifies what we seek in
the administrative and design parts of
an application. As with the G&G report,
these changes reflect additional
information we have requested from
previous applicants. (See changes
proposed to §§203.83 and 203.87.)

Adjustments to Post-Evaluation
Elements

We propose adjustments in several of
the conditions successful applicants
must meet to realize a royalty
suspension or to re-apply for relief. We
propose adjustments in the deadline to
start fabrication of the development
system, in correcting for overestimating
costs in the application, and in what
constitutes an appropriate reason for us
to reconsider the need for relief. These
three proposed adjustments apply to all
fields or projects seeking a volume
suspension after the effective date of

these revisions. Also, we propose to
specify in the leasing documents the
price thresholds (which we identify at
the time of lease sale) above which we
will suspend any remaining royalty
relief for post-2000 deep water leases.

Current regulations require applicants
to give evidence of a timely
commitment to development by starting
fabrication of their production facility
within 1 year after we approve their
application. We established this
deadline to avoid premature
applications. Requiring that projects or
developments be ready to commence
soon after approval means we make the
relief decision close to the same point
and with about the same quality of
information as the applicant uses to
make the commitment decision. While
the fact that the ability to get into
production quicker than expected
partially accounts for the improvement
in deep water economics, the 1-year-to-
fabrication deadline we set needs
lengthening. Shortages of drilling,
design, and fabrication capacity for deep
water development may make meeting
the currently required schedule
difficult. Also, we don’t want to
encourage token actions that don’t really
signal the start of development. Thus,
we propose to lengthen the period when
fabrication must start to 18 months after
relief approval. Added to the 6-month
period we use for evaluation, that gives
a full 2 year lead-time between
application and commitment to
development. With our authority to
extend that period for up to 6 months
for events beyond the applicant’s
control, we feel this change should
provide ample time to make the
necessary arrangements to start
development on projects or fields that
receive royalty relief. (See change to
deadlines proposed in § 203.70.)

Along with this deadline change, we
propose to clarify that the meaning of
“starting fabrication” requires
continuous fabrication. Starting and
then suspending fabrication of the
production facility does not fulfill this
performance condition. (See the
addition we propose in § 203.76(b)).

Another performance condition we
use to help ensure we deal with a
realistic application has to do with
estimated costs. We require actual
expenditures to equal at least 80 percent
of the costs that the applicant estimates
spending. Both estimated and actual
figures cover the period between the
application and first production. The
current correction for overestimating
actual costs by too much is retention of
only half of the volume suspension we
originally granted. This correction has
no real effect when the minimum



Federal Register/Vol.

65, No. 222/ Thursday, November 16, 2000/Proposed Rules

69263

suspension volume prescribed by the
Act more than doubles the field’s
expected production. Thus, we propose
to adjust the correction volume to
retention of the smaller of one-half of
the granted suspension volume or one-
half of the most likely production
specified in the application. (See
changes to a deadline and the relief
correction amount proposed in
§203.76.)

In conjunction with this change, we
also propose to broaden what
constitutes a development system. For
instance, we will no longer consider
Spars and mini-tension-leg platforms
different development systems. Both are
essentially floaters with export
pipelines and little if any storage
capacity. With this change, we intend to
maximize the flexibility applicants have
to entertain bids for competing versions
of the same basic development system.

We also propose to expand the
situations in which fields or projects
may seek a redetermination of our
initial relief decision. We provide more
flexibility for allowing redeterminations
when relief is withdrawn or
relinquished. Also, we add another
condition in which we permit a
redetermination if we deny your
application or you seek to increase an
approved volume suspension. In these
instances, in addition to substantial
increases in estimated costs, reductions
in expected prices, or new geologic
information on the field, we propose to
allow a re-application for a change of
development system under certain
conditions. It must be clear that the
original application did not consider or

deem the new development system
infeasible. This situation might arise
because new technology becomes
available or a new owner with a
different perspective takes over field
development after the initial
application. In either case, the new
application needs to demonstrate that
the new approach more efficiently
develops the resource than what we
originally evaluated. By more efficient,
we mean either clearly lower costs or
clearly larger recovery, so that estimated
profit would increase under the
circumstances we previously evaluated.
(See the new fourth condition and the
removal of the restriction on the price
condition in the changes we propose to
§203.74.)

More realistic performance conditions
may add value to the successful
applicant’s explicit right to renounce
relief. Several successful past applicants
have lost relief because they violated a
withdrawal condition. Rather than wait
until we formally withdraw relief, they
could have renounced relief as soon as
they realized they needed to change the
proposed development system or
significantly revise cost estimates. By
renouncing, they could accelerate the
start of a redetermination, thereby
converting after-tax, sunk costs on
authorized fields to before-tax, post-
application costs for purposes of the
next application. We propose to
simplify § 203.77 to avoid confusion
about this right.

Further, we propose to review the
level we set and to which prices must
rise before the need for royalty relief,
granted under an earlier expectation of

lower prices, disappears. By 1999, the
Act’s escalation procedure meant that
oil prices must exceed $30/bbl or
natural gas prices must exceed $3.80/
MMBtu for an entire calendar year
before pre-Act leases with a remaining
volume suspension owe royalty. For
comparison, royalties reduce realized
price by slightly less than the royalty
percentage, e.g., 12.5 percent for deep
water tracts in greater than 400 meters
(m) of water. When market prices rise
above levels that prompted
development by more than that
percentage for at least a year, the need
for the royalty suspension incentive
disappears, at least for these projects or
fields. Therefore, we propose to suspend
royalty relief for projects when prices
rise and remain substantially above
levels prevalent when we approved
relief. To reflect evolving market
conditions, we will set these threshold
levels in the Notice of Sale and lease
documents associated with each future
lease. (See the proposed changes that
add the new relief recipient category to
§203.78.)

Finally, we propose to make clear in
the regulations that we want a Certified
Public Account (CPA) not affiliated with
the applicant to vouch for the historic
data in the application and post-
production report. Thus, we have added
the word “independent” before CPA in
changes proposed to §§203.81 and
203.91.

The following table summarizes the
elements of the current DWRR program
that we propose to modify with this
rule.

PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS TO DWRR APPLICATIONS

Element

Current and continuing
program
Applies to pre-Act leases

Proposed changes
Applies to post-2000 deep water leases

Eligibility (Central, Western, and western part
of Eastern Gulf of Mexico).
Royalty-free production can come from

Minimum suspension volume for non-producing
leases.

Credit for sunk costs in application

Threshold oil and gas price levels for lifting re-
lief.

Leases in 200m or more water depth issued
before 1996.

Any production from the field until cumulative
recovery volume equals the suspension vol-
ume.

For fields that did not produce before the Act,
matches eligible lease suspension volumes
(7.5, 52.5, 87.5 MMBOE) in equivalent
water depths.

For fields with pre-Act leases that did not
produce before the application, after-tax
costs of and after discovery well used in
qualification.

Statute sets threshold price for light sweet
crude oil and natural gas.

Leases in 200m or more water depth issued
after 2000.

Only production from resources identified in
the application until cumulative recovery
equals the suspension volume

For development projects, matches volumes
designated in sale and lease documents for
various water depths of 200m or greater
plus 10 percent of reserves.

For development projects, after-tax cost of
only the discovery well, except when the
application involves a pre-Act lease.

Lease terms set threshold price for light sweet
crude oil and natural gas.
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PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS TO DWRR APPLICATIONS

Element

Current and discontinuing
program
Applies to pre-Act leases

Proposed changes
Applies to pre-Act and post-2000 deep water
leases

Discount rate used in evaluation

Redetermination of field qualification or volume
by MMS.

Deadline for starting fabrication ..............c.c........

Correction for overestimating cost by 20% or
more.

Minimum suspension volume for expansion
project.

Credit for sunk costs in application for expan-
sion project.

Same rate used on viability and profitability
tests, applicant chooses between 10% and
15%.

Available for new well or seismic data, 25%
lower prices, or 20% higher cost.

Within 1 year of approval, extendable for up
to 1 year.
Retain only half of suspension volume granted

Use 10% on viability test, applicant chooses
rate between 10% and 15% for profitability
test.

Available anytime after relief relinquished or
withdrawn. Otherwise, for new well or seis-
mic data, 25% lower prices, 20% higher
cost, or more efficient development system.

Within 18 months of approval, extendable for
up to 6 months.

Retain only half or smaller of granted suspen-
sion volume or most likely resource size.

10 percent reserves.

After-tax cost of the discovery well.

Royalty Relief in Special Circumstances

Certain circumstances can make
leases ineligible for one of our
established royalty relief programs. Yet,
royalty relief may benefit both the lessee
and the Federal Government. For
example, a recent, significant renovation
of operations prevents a lessee from
seeking end-of-life royalty relief, at least
temporarily. Or, the operator of a
marginal expansion project in less than
200m of water cannot apply for a royalty
suspension, even if it is located in the
central and western GOM. When
combined with other circumstances,
such as a sudden drop in prices or
unusually high original royalty rates,
this ineligibility could cause substantial
resources to be left unproduced. Some
form of royalty relief in these unusual
situations can serve the statutory
purpose of increasing production or
promoting development outside our
established programs. Because of the
rarity of situations that meet these
unusual conditions, we will not
establish another formal royalty relief
program. But, we leave open the
opportunity for an operator to request
relief in special circumstances. Before
evaluating a special relief application,
we require that applicants establish
eligibility. An applicant does this by
gaining our approval that their situation
meets several of the tests listed in the
new § 203.80. Once that is done, we will
establish case-by-case qualification
conditions and relief format appropriate
to the special circumstances.

Can you suggest forms of royalty
reduction that we are not now using that
might encourage increased production
in the special circumstances we propose
in §203.807

Procedural Matters
Public Comment Procedure

Our practice is to make comments,
including names and home addresses of
respondents, available for public review
during regular business hours.
Individual respondents may request that
we withhold their home address from
the record, which we will honor to the
extent allowable by law. There may be
circumstances in which we would
withhold from the record a respondent’s
identity, as allowable by law. If you
wish us to withhold your name and/or
address, you must state this
prominently at the beginning of your
comment. We will not consider any
anonymous comments. We will make all
submissions from organizations or
businesses, and from individuals
identifying themselves as
representatives or officials of
organizations or businesses, available
for public inspection in their entirety.

Regulatory Planning and Review
(Executive Order 12866)

The proposed rule is a significant
regulatory action under Executive Order
12866, and is subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB).

a. This proposed rule will not have an
annual economic effect of $100 million
or adversely affect an economic sector,
productivity, jobs, the environment, or
other units of government. This action
describes how certain new deep water
leases may quality for royalty
suspensions and the circumstances
under which we might grant royalty
relief. Historically, we have received
only a limited number of applications
for royalty relief. Based upon our
experience, only a small number of
leases will quality for royalty relief in

any one year, and the annual value of
the relief will be less than $100 million.
The only field that has gone into
production after approval may,
depending on prices, avoid slightly over
$7 million in royalty payments in is first
year of production. The royalty
suspension options in this proposal will
encourage new production from a few
marginal leases. Because royalty
suspension volumes are an incentive to
production, they likely will have a
beneficial effect on the offshore oil
industry, domestic oil and gas supplies,
and jobs. In fact, this program should
increase aggregate OCS production by
making production from marginal fields
more economically feasible.

b. This proposed rule does not create
inconsistencies with other agencies’
actions because it preserves the
concepts and requirements from the
existing rule.

c. This proposed rule is an
administrative change that will not
affect entitlements, grants, user fees,
loan programs, or their recipients. This
proposed rule has no effect on these
programs or rights of the programs’
recipients.

d. This proposed rule does not raise
any novel legal issues, but does raise
policy issues. The proposed rule
extends and supplements the existing
DWRR rule. It describes conditions
under which lessees have the
opportunity to apply for and acquire
royalty relief on post-2000 deep water
leases. Also, it modifies some
conditions under which lessees of pre-
Act leases obtain royalty relief. In
addition, the proposed action describes
special circumstances under which
lessees may apply for royalty relief that
were not specified in our previous
regulations. All of these changes are
consistent with the basic philosophy in
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the current rule of granting relief only
when applicants show it is
economically necessary for
development.

Regulatory Flexibility (RF) Act

The Department certifies that this
document will not have a significant
economic effect on a substantial number
of small entities under the RF Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). The provisions of
this proposed rule will not have a
significant adverse economic effect on
offshore lessees and operators,
including those that are classified as
small businesses. The proposed rule
extends the benefit of discretionary
royalty relief to certain OCS leases
issued after November 2000 that qualify
as marginally uneconomic. In any one
year, we are likely to receive only a
small number of royalty relief
applications, which limits the number
of entities the proposed rule may affect.
Based on past experience, we expect to
receive between one and two
applications a year for DWRR. Also,
because firms initiate applications, they
have the ability to avoid any adverse
effects they foresee. As suggested below,
the new provisions proposed should
actually lower the cost to those who
choose to take advantage of the benefit
offered by this regulation. An RF
analysis is not required. A Small Entity
Compliance Guide is not required.

Companies that extract oil, gas, or
natural gas liquids or are otherwise in
oil and gas exploration and
development activities acquire the vast
majority of leases offered at OCS lease
sales and will be most affected by this
rule. The Small Business
Administration (SBA) defines a small
business as having:

* Annual revenues of $5 million or
less for exploration service and field
service companies.

» Fewer than 500 employees for
drilling companies and for companies
that extract oil, gas, or natural gas
liquids.

Under the Standard Industrial
Classification code 1381, Drilling Oil
and Gas Wells, MMS estimates that a
total of 1,380 firms drill oil and gas
wells onshore and offshore. Of these,
approximately 130 companies are
offshore lessess/operators, based on
current estimates. Publicly available
data indicate that 39 companies qualify
as large firms according to SBA criteria,
leaving up to 91 companies that may
qualify as small firms with fewer than
500 employees. However, because of the
extremely high cost and technical
complexity involved in exploration and
development in deep water, the vast
majority of lessees/operators that will be

affected by this rule will be large
companies. Of the 211 deep water leases
that have a discovery or production by
mid-2000, 19 large firms are the lessee/
operator of 193, while 7 small firms are
lessee/operator of the other 18. While
that ratio suggests a 1-in-12 chance that
a small operator may apply for relief, 2
of the 16 past applications we received
have been from small operators. This
rule proposes continuing the same basic
application system we now use. Small
operators do not appear to be at a
disadvantage in our application process.

Provisions of the proposed rule, in
comparison with existing rules for
discretionary DWRR for pre-Act leases,
may reduce applicant costs in three
areas:

+ First, new applications for DWRR
will be on the basis of a fully identified
project rather than a whole, often
incompletely identified field.
Consequently, applicants may need to
provide less extensive G&G data. For
instance, we will not require them to
submit data they have access to on
reservoirs that may be in the field but
clearly are not part of the project. There
is no sound basis for estimating the size
of any savings associated with this
reduced data burden because only some
applications would involve potential
extra reservoirs. For those that do,
however, this change can reduce the
amount of follow-up data we typically
have to request from applicants and can
expedite our evaluation.

+ Second, applicants may no longer
have to incur the cost of additional
drilling or acquisition of new seismic
data to request a determination. While
significant new geologic information or
price or cost changes still enable a
redetermination, applicants may now
seek a redetermination upon
identification of a more efficient
development system. That new reason
could save drilling a new deep water
well at a cost of $20 million or more or
acquiring additional seismic data at a
cost of about $100,000 per tract. We
have received no redetermination
requests. We attribute this to the fact
that the DWRR program has not been
active long enough to reach the
redetermination stage for most of the
applications we have already processed.

 Third, under the proposeg rule, we
give successful applicants more time to
initiate development than under
existing rules. This added time gives
operators more time to arrange financing
and to negotiate contracts with
suppliers. Again, there is no sound basis
for estimating the size of any savings
associated with this greater applicant
flexibility. It is clear, however, that this
change, like the other two, cannot be

considered to impose a significant
adverse economic effect on a substantial
number of small business entities. If
anything, all four changes ameliorate
the existing applicant cost burden.

Your comments are important. The
Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and 10 Regional Fairness boards were
established to receive comments from
small businesses about Federal agency
enforcement actions. The Ombudsman
will annually evaluate the enforcement
activities and rate each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on the enforcement
actions of MMS, call toll-free (888) 734—
3247.

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act (SBREFA)

This proposed rule is not a major rule
under 5 U.S.C. 804(2), the SBREFA.
This proposed rule:

a. Does not have an annual effect on
the economy of $100 million or more.
This proposed rule modifies some
procedures used under the current rule,
specifies how certain new deep water
leases may qualify for royalty
suspensions in the future, and describes
circumstances that may cause us to
grant royalty relief that were not
covered in the current regulations. In
general, the effect of qualifying for a
royalty suspension increases production
from a few marginal fields but does not
change royalty collections—since
without relief, no production or royalty
payments would occur or be expected,
so suspending them forfeits little if any
revenue. To the extent that royalty relief
encourages new production, it benefits
applicants, one-third of which in the
past have been small business. But only
one of the four fields for which we have
approved relief has gone into
production. We expect, however, that in
any one year, this proposed rule will not
have an annual effect on the economy
of $100 million or more.

b. Will not cause a major increase in
costs or prices for consumers,
individual industries, Federal, State, or
local government agencies, or
geographic regions. Oil prices are not
based on the production from any one
region, but are based on worldwide
production and demand at any point in
time. While natural gas prices are more
localized, they correlate to oil prices.
The proposed rule does not change any
existing leasing policies, so it should
not cause prices to increase.

c. Does not have significant adverse
effects on competition, employment,
investment, innovation, or the ability of
United States-based enterprises to
compete with foreign-based enterprises.
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Leasing on the United States OCS is
limited to residents of the United States
or companies incorporated in the
United States. This proposed rule does
not change that requirement, so it does
not change the ability of United States
firms to compete in any way.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
(UMRA)

This proposed rule does not impose
an unfunded mandate on State, local, or
tribal governments or the private sector
of more than $100 million per year. The
rule does not have a significant or
unique effect on State, local, or tribal
governments. The proposed rule
modifies some procedures in the
existing regulation, describes how
certain new leases may qualify for
royalty suspensions, and specifies
special circumstances that might cause
us to grant royalty relief that were not
considered previously. None of these
changes involve State, local, or tribal
mandates. A statement containing
additional UMRA (2 U.S.C. 1531 et.
seq.) information is not required.

Takings Implications Assessment
(Executive Order 12630)

According to Executive Order 12630,
the proposed rule does not have
significant Takings implications. A
Takings Implication Assessment is not
required because the proposed rule
would not take away or restrict a
bidder’s right to acquire or develop OCS
leases.

Federalism (Executive Order 13132)

According to Executive Order 13132,
this rule does not have Federalism
implications. This rule does not
substantially and directly affect the
relationship between the Federal and
State Governments. This rule affects the
collection of royalty revenues from
lessees in the deep water GOM, all of
which is outside State jurisdiction.

States have no role in this activity with
or without this rule. This does not
impose costs on States or localities.
States and local governments play no
part in the administration of the DWRR
program.

Civil Justice Reform (Executive Order
12988)

According to Executive Order 12988,
the Office of the Solicitor has
determined that this rule does not
unduly burden the judicial system and
meets the requirements of sections 3(a)
and 3(b)(2) of the Order.

Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) of 1995

The information collection
requirements in the proposed
rulemaking remain unchanged from
those currently approved by OMB, and
a new 83—I submission is not required.

The PRA provides that an agency may
not conduct or sponsor and a person is
not required to respond to a collection
of information unless it displays a
currently valid OMB control number. In
1998, OMB approved the information
collection requirements in the current
regulations under OMB control number
1010-0071.

Based on experience to date, MMS
subsequently determined that the
application filing fee schedule should
be revised. In addition, the need became
apparent for establishing a new fee to
cover applications for “special relief for
marginal producing leases.”
Consequently, we initiated the process
to obtain OMB approval of these
changes to the information collection
burden. We published the required 60-
day Federal Register notice on May 11,
2000 (65 FR 30431). The comment
period closed on July 11, 2000; we
received no comments. We then
submitted a request to OMB, and OMB
approved the revised information
collection burden with a current
expiration date of September 30, 2003.

The approved information collection
burden is consistent with the proposed
amendments to the regulations.

As part of our continuing effort to
reduce paperwork and respondent
burdens, we invite your comments on
any aspect of the reporting burden in
part 203. MMS will address comments
on the information collection burden in
the final rule preamble. Refer to the
ADDRESSES section for mailing
instructions. We specifically solicit
comments on the following questions:

(a) Is the proposed collection of
information necessary for MMS to
properly perform its functions, and will
it be useful?

(b) Are the estimates of the burden
hours of the proposed collection
reasonable?

(c) Do you have any suggestions that
would enhance the quality, clarity, or
usefulness of the information to be
collected?

(d) Is there a way to minimize the
information collection burden on those
who are to respond, including the use
of appropriate automated electronic,
mechanical, or other forms of
information technology?

The title of the collection of
information is ““30 CFR Part 203, Relief
or Reduction in Royalty Rates.”
Respondents include approximately 130
Federal OCS oil and gas lessees. The
frequency of response is on occasion.
Responses to this collection of
information are required to obtain or
retain a benefit. MMS will protect
proprietary information under
applicable law and 30 CFR 203.63(b)
and 250.196.

The following chart provides our
estimated “hour” burden for part 203
regulations and the application and
audit fee “non-hour” cost burdens
authorized under § 203.3

Application/audit fees

Reporting or recordkeeping requirement 30 CFR Part 203
Annual responses ?gsug(s)n%%r Annuha(ljlu?grden
OCS Lands Act Reporting
Application—Ileases that generate earnings that can't sustain continued | 2 Applications ..........cccccevviriiennens 100 200
production (end-of-life lease).
Application 2x$12,000=$24,0001
Audit 1x$10,000=$10,000
Application—special relief for marginal producing lease (expect less | 1 Application .........cccccocveniiniienncnns 250 250
than 1 per year—new category).

Application 1x$15,000=$15,000*
Audit

1x$10,000=$10,000
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Reporting or recordkeeping requirement 30 CFR Part 203

Application/audit fees

Hours per Annual burden
Annual responses response hours
§203.55 Renounce relief arrangement (seldom, if ever will be used; | 1 Letter .......cccoovriiiiicniiiniecieeennn. 1 1
minimal burden to prepare letter).
§203.81, 203.83 through 203.89 required reports ..........ccceeeevvenveeneennen. Burden included with applications.
OCS Lands Act Reporting Subtotal ..........ccccooviiieiiiiieeeee 4 TESPONSES ..eeveeirieeiiieeeriieee e N/A 451
Processing Fees=$59,000
DWRAA Reporting
Application—leases in designated areas of GOM deep water acquired in | 1 Application .........ccccceeiieeeiiieeennnne. 2,000 2,000
lease sale before 11/28/95 or after 11/28/00 and are producing (deep
water expansion project).
Application 1x$39,000=$39,000
Audit
Application—leases in designated areas of deep water GOM, acquired | 1 Application .........cc.ccceeveniinieeneenns 2,000 2,000
in lease sale before 11/28/95 or after 11/28/00, that have not pro-
duced (pre-Act or post-2000 deep water leases).
Application  1x$49,000=$49,000
Audit 1x$25,000=$25,000
Application—short form to add or assign pre-Act lease ...........ccccceveueenne. 1 Application ........ccccevieiiiiiiiineenn 40 40
Application  1x$1,000=$1,000
No Audit
Application—preview assessment (seldom if ever will be used as appli- | 1 Application .........ccccceeeiiieeriiieeninne. 900 900
cants opt for binding determination by MMS instead).
Application  1x$46,600=$46,600
No Audit
Application—special relief for marginal expansion project or marginal | 1 Application .........cc.cccocveviiniieninens 1,000 1,000
non-producing lease (expect less than 1 per year—new category).
Application  1x$49,000=$49,000
Audit 1x$20,000=$20,000
Redetermination ...........ccoooieiiiiiii e 1 Redetermination ............cccceeeueene 500 500
Application 1x$32,000=$32,0001
Audit 1x$25,000=$25,000
§203.70, 203.81, 203.90, 203.91 Submit fabricator's confirmation report | 2 REpPOrtSs ........cccccoeeriieeiiiieenniineenne 20 40
§203.70, 203.81, 203.90, 203.92 Submit post-production development | 2 Reportst 50 100
report.
§203.77 Renounce relief arrangement (seldom, if ever will be used; | 1 Letter .......cccovvriiiiiiiniiinnicnicennn. 1 1
minimal burden to prepare letter).
§203.79(a) Request reconsideration of MMS field designation ............... 4 REQUESES .vvvveeiieee e siie e 400 1,600
§203.79(c) Request extension of deadline to start construction .............. 1 REQUESE evveeeiiiieeiee e 2 2
§203.81, 203.83 through 230.89 Required reports. .........ccccocevveerineennnnnn. Burden included with applications 0
DWRR Act Reporting Subtotal ..........c.cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiccce e 16 ReSPONSES ......cccceevvirieeiiiieeee, N/A 8,183
Processing Fees=$286,600
RecordKeeping Burden
§203.91 Retain supporting cost records for post-production develop- | 2 Record keepers ........c.ccccoeeveennen. 8 16
ment/fabrication reports (records retained as usual/customary busi-
ness practice; minimal burden to make available at MMS request).
Total ANNUAl BUIAEN ......cooiiiiiieieee et 22 RESPONSES ..evvvevieeeiiiiiiiiieeeeaiiens N/A 8,650
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Reporting or recordkeeping requirement 30 CFR Part 203

Application/audit fees

Annual responses

Annual burden
hours

Hours per
response

Total Processing Fees=$345,600

1|n addition, under §203,81, a report prepared by an independent CPA must accompany the application and post-production report (except
expansion project, short form, and preview assessment applications are excluded). The OCS Lands Act applications will require this report only
once; the DWRR Act applications will require this report at two stages—with the application and post-production development report for success-
ful applicants. We estimate an average cost for a report is $45,000 and that seven CPA certifications per year will be necessary if the applica-
tions are approved. The total estimated annual “non-hour” cost burden for this requirement is $315,000 ($45,000 per certification x 7 CPA

certifications=$315,000).

National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) of 1969

This rule does not constitute a major
Federal action significantly affecting the
quality of the human environment. A
detailed statement under the NEPA is
not required.

Government-to-Government
Relationship with Tribes

According to the President’s
memorandum of April 29, 1994,
“Government-to-Government Relations
with Native American Tribal
Governments’ (59 FR 22951) and 512
DM 2, we have determined that there
are no effects from this action on
federally recognized Indian tribes.

Clarity of this Regulation

Executive Order 12866 requires each
agency to write regulations that are easy
to understand. We invite your
comments about how to make this
proposed rule easier to understand,
including answers to questions like the
following:

(1) Are the criteria for obtaining
royalty relief clearly specified?

(2) Are the procedures for obtaining
royalty relief clearly described?

(3) Are the rules for determining
royalty suspension volumes for the
various categories of leases clearly
stated?

(4) Are the conditions for obtaining
royalty relief in special circumstances
adequately specified?

(5) Does the proposed rule contain
technical language or jargon that
interferes with its clarity?

(6) Does the format of the proposed
rule (grouping and ordering of sections,
use of headings, etc.) increase or reduce
its clarity?

(7) Would the proposed rule be easier
to understand if it were divided into
more, but shorter, sections?

(8) Is there anything else we can do
to make the proposed rule easier to
understand? Send a copy of any
comments that concern how we could
make this proposed rule easier to
understand to: Office of Regulatory
Affairs, Department of the Interior,
Room 7229, 1849 C Street, N.W.,

Washington, D.C. 20240. You may also
e-mail your comments to:
Exsec@ios.doi.gov.

List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 203

Continental shelf, Government
contracts, Indians-lands, Minerals
royalties, Oil and gas exploration,
Public lands-mineral resources,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sulphur.

Dated: October 30, 2000.
Sylvia V. Baca,
Assistant Secretary, Land and Minerals
Management.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, the Minerals Management
Service (MMS) proposes to amend 30
CFR part 203 as follows:

PART 203—RELIEF OR REDUCTION IN
ROYALTY RATES

1. The authority citation for part 203
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 25 U.S.C. 396 et seq.; 25 U.S.C.
396a et seq.; 25 U.S.C. 2101 et seq.; 30 U.S.C.
181 et seq.; 30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.; 30 U.S.C.
1001 et seq.; 30 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 31 U.S.C.
9701 et seq.; 43 U.S.C. 1301 et seq.; 43 U.S.C.
1331 et seq.; and 43 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.;

2. Section 203.0 is amended by
adding “Development project”” and
“Royalty suspension (RS) lease”” and
revising “Authorized field,” “Eligible
lease,” “Expansion project,”
“Fabrication (or start of construction),”
“New production,” “Pre-Act lease,”
“Redetermination,” and “Sunk costs” to
read as follows:

§203.0 What definitions apply to this part?

Authorized field means a field:

(1) Located in a water depth of at least
200 meters and in the Gulf of Mexico
west of 87 degrees, 30 minutes West
longitude;

(2) That includes one or more pre-Act
leases; and

(3) From which no current pre-Act
lease produced, other than test
production, before November 28, 1995;

* * * * *

Development project means a project
that:

(1) You propose in a Development
Operations Coordination Document
(DOCD); and

(2) Is located on one or more
contiguous leases that;

(i) Were issued in a sale held after
November 28, 2000;

(ii) Are located in the Gulf of Mexico
west of 87 degrees, 30 minutes West
longitude; and

(iii) Have had no production (other
than test production) before the current
application for royalty relief.

* * * * *

Eligible lease means a lease that:

(1) Results from a sale held after
November 28, 1995, and before
November 28, 2000;

(2) Is located in the Gulf of Mexico in
water depths of 200 meters or deeper;

(3) Lies wholly west of 87 degrees, 30
minutes West longitude; and

(4) Is offered subject to a royalty
suspension volume.

Expansion project means a project
you propose in a Development
Operations Coordination Document
(DOCD) or a Supplement approved by
the Secretary of the Interior after
November 28, 1995, that will
significantly increase the ultimate
recovery of resources from pre-Act lease
or a lease issued in a sale held after
November 28, 2000. For a pre-Act lease,
it must also involve a substantial capital
investment (e.g., fixed-leg platform,
subsea template and manifold, tension-
leg platform, multiple well project, etc.).

Fabrication (or start of construction)
means evidence of irreversible
commitment to a concept and scale of
development, including copies of a
binding contract between you (as
applicant) and a fabrication yard, a
letter from a fabricator certifying that
continuous construction has begun, and
a receipt for the customary down
payment.

* * * * *

New production means any
production from a current pre-Act lease
from which no royalties are due on
production, other than test production,
before November 28, 1995. Also, it
means any production resulting from
lease-development activities on a
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current pre-Act lease or a lease issued
in a sale after November 28, 2000, under
a Development Operations Coordination
Document (DOCD) or a Supplement
approved by the Secretary of the Interior
after November, 28, 1995, that
significantly expands production.

* * * * *

Pre-Act lease means a lease that:

(1) Results from a sale held before
November 28, 1995;

(2) Is located in the Gulf of Mexico in
water depths of 200 meters or deeper;
and

(3) Lies wholly west of 87 degrees, 30
minutes West longitude. (See this part.)

* * * * *

Redetermination means your request
for us to reconsider our determination
on royalty relief because:

(1) We have rejected your application;

(2) We have granted relief but you
want a larger suspension volume;

(3) We withdraw approval; or

(4) You renounce royalty relief.

* * * * *

Royalty suspension (RS) lease means
a lease that:

(1) Results from a lease sale held after
November 28, 2000;

(2) Is in a location or planning area
specified in the Notice of Sale offering
that lease; and

(3) Is offered subject to a royalty
suspension volume.

Sunk costs on an authorized field
means the after-tax costs (as specified in
§203.89(a)) of exploration,
development, and production that you
incur after the date of first discovery on
the field and before the date we receive
your complete application for royalty
relief. Sunk costs on an expansion
project or development project means,

and on an authorized field includes, the
after-tax costs of the discovery well
qualified as producible under 30 CFR
part 250, subpart A. In no case does
sunk cost include any pre-discovery
activity costs or lease acquisition and
holding costs such as cash bonus and
rental payments. Discovery well costs
include any tangible costs directly
related to the well that you incurred
prior to the discovery date. We count
pre-application costs on an unescalated,

after-tax basis.
* * * * *

3. Section 203.2 is revised to read as
follows:

§203.3 When can | get royalty relief?

We can reduce or suspend royalties
for Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) leases
or projects that meet the criteria in the
following table.

If you have a lease—

And if you—

Then we may grant you—

(@) Whose earnings cannot sustain production
(End-of-life lease).

(b) Located in a designated Gulf of Mexico
(GOM) deep water area, and acquired in a
lease sale before November 38, 1995, or
after November 28, 2000, and you propose in
a DOCD or supplement to expand production
significantly.

(c) Located in a designated GOM deep water
area and acquired in a lease she held before
November 28, 1995 (Pre-Act lease).

(d) Located in a designated GOM deep water
area and acquired in a lease sale held after
November 28, 2000.

(e) Where royalty relief would increase produc-
tion significantly or, in certain areas of the
GOM, would enable development.

Would abandon otherwise potentially recover-
able resources but seek to increase produc-
tion significantly by operating beyond the
point at which the lease is economic under
the existing royalty rate.

Are producing and seek to make a substantial
investment (e.g., a platform or subsea tem-
plate) to increase ultimate resource recov-
ery from the field or lease (Expansion
project).

Are on a field from which no current pre-Act
lease produced (other than test production)
before November 28, 1995 (Authorized
field).

Have not produced and can demonstrate that
the suspension volume in your lease is not
enough to make development economic
(Development project).

Are not eligible to apply for end-of-life or deep
water royalty relief, but show us you meet
certain eligibility conditions.

A reduced royalty rate on current monthly pro-
duction and a higher royalty rate on addi-
tional monthly production. (See §8203.50
through 203.56.)

A royalty suspension for additional production
large enough to make the project economic.
(See §§203.60 through 203.79.)

A royalty suspension for a minimum produc-
tion volume plus any additional volume
needed to make the field economic. (See
§8203.60 through 203.79.)

A royalty suspension for a minimum produc-
tion volume plus any additional volume
needed to make your project economic.
(See §8203.60 through 203.79.)

A royalty reduction in a size or duration that
makes your lease or project economic.
(See §8203.80.)

4. Section 203.4 is revised to read as
follows:

§203.4 How to do the provisions in this
part apply to different types of leases and
projects?

The tables in this section summarize
how similar provisions of this part
apply in different situations.

(a) Information elements required for
applications in §§203.51, 205.62, and
203.81 through 203.89.

End-of i Deep water
; nd-of-li
Information elements Iee?se ¢ Expansion Pre-act lease Development
project project
(1) Administrative infOrmMation FEPOM .........cccveiiieiieiiienie et X X X X
(2) Net revenue and relief justification report (prescribed format) ..........ccccccvveeneee. DS A S SRR
(3) Economic viability and relief justification report (Royalty Suspension Viability
Program (RSVP) model inputs justified with geological and geophysical
(G&G), Engineering, Production, & COSt rePOIS) ........ccceerveiiiiriiiinieniienieiees | reeieesie e X X X
(4) G&G FEPOI .ttt ettt sttt e e e | eeenee e X X X
(5) ENQGINEEIING FEPOIT ...eeiiiiiie ittt ettt ettt e et e e e e e ssb e e e snnee e snnnes X X X
(6) Production report ............. X X X
(7) Deep water cost report X X X
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(b) Confirmation elements required to retain royalty relief in §§203.70, 203.81 and 203.90 through 203.91.

Deep water
) : End-of-life
Confirmation elements lease Expansion Pre-act lease Development
project project
(1) Fabricator's confirmation rEPOIT ..........cooiiiiiiiiiie et srees | eerieeeeeereeeseneas X X X
(2) Post-production development report approved by an independent certified
public aCCOUNTANT (CPA) ..ottt e s e e e e sbeees | easbaeeesssseeeseneas X X X
(c) Prerequisites for approval of relief in §§203.50, 203.52, 203.60 and 203.67.
Deep water
" End-of-life
Approval conditions lease Expansion Pre-act lease Development
project project
(1) At least 12 of the last 15 months have the required level of production .......... X e | e | e
(2) Already ProUCING ....ccooveeeiireeeiiiie et et e sere e et e e e sbee e e e bneeeseneeanee X ] e | e | e
(3) WEII CAN PrOTUCE ...ttt snees | eeebee s e X X X
(4) Royalties for qualifying months exceed 75% of net revenue (NR) X | s
(5) Substantial investment on a pre-Act lease (e.g., platform, subsea template) ... | .....ccccceveennne. X
(6) Determined to be economic only with relief ... | e, X
(d) Prerequisites for a redetermination in §§203.52 and 203.74 through 203.75.
Deep water
P o End-of-life
Redetermination conditions lease Expansion Pre-act lease Development
project project
(1) After 12 months under current rate, criteria same as for approval ................... X e | s | e
(2) For material change in geologic data, prices, costs, or available technology ... | ......ccccceeennnee. X X X
(e) Characteristics of relief in §§203.53 and 203.69.
Deep water
: End-of-life
Relief rate and volume lease Expansion Pre-act lease Development
project project
(1) One-half pre-application effective lease rate on the qualifying amount, 1.5
times pre-application effective lease rate on additional production up to twice
the qualifying amount, and the preapplication effective lease rate for any larger
VOIUIMIES i s X i | i | e
(2) Qualifying amount is the average monthly production for 12 qualifying months X ] i | s | e
(3) Zero royalty rate on the suspension volume and the original lease rate or
higher on additional ProduCtioN ............cccocviiiiiiiiiiicn e | e X X X
(4) Suspension volume is at least 17.5, 52.5 or 87.5 million barrels of oil equiva-
18N (MMBOE) ...ttt X |
(5) Suspension volume is at least the minimMum Set iN the 18ASE ........ccccoiiiiiiiiiis | o | e | cerrree e X
(6) Amount needed to become eCONOMIC ........ccccoviiiiiiiiiieiieiie e X X
(f) Provisions for discontinuing relief in §§203.54 and 203.78.
Deep water
End-of-life
Full royalty resumes when lease Expansion Pre-act lease Development
project project
(1) Average NYMEX price for last 12 months is at least 25 percent above the
average for the qualifying months. ..........cccooiiiii X ] e | e | e
(2) Average NYMEX price for last calendar year exceeds $28/bbl or $3.50/mcf,
escalated by the gross domestic product (GDP) deflator since 1994. ........ccccee | wovverviiniicnieens X X | e,
(3) Average prices for designated periods exceed levels we specify in the lease
AOCUMENL. .ottt ettt ettt e e st eesanesneenine | ebeessneesreesneenn X | s X
(g) Provisions for ending or reducing relief in §§203.55 and 203.76 through 203.77.
Deep water
. . End-of-life
Relief Withdrawn or Reduced lease Expansion bre-act lease Development
project project
(1) If reCIPIENt FEAUESTS. .....eiiiie it X X X X
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deotli Deep water
: . End-of-life
Relief Withdrawn or Reduced lease Expansion bre-act lease Development
project project
(2) Royalty rate is at the effective rate for the most recent 12 of past 15 months
with qualifying amounts of ProducCtion. ............ccciviiiiiiieiieee e X ] e | s | e
(3) Conditions that we may specify in the approval letter in individual cases that
ACTUANIY OCCUL. ittt et nbe e X e | s | e
(4) Recipient does not submit post-production report that compares expected to
BCTUAI COSES. ittt b ettt et e e s be e esbeeninesteenine | ebeesnneesbeesneenn X X X
(5) Recipient changes development system. .............. X X X
(6) Recipient excessively delays starting fabrication ............ccoccoviiiiiiinnnn, X X X
(7) Recipient spends less than 80 percent of proposed pre-production costs prior
O Start Of PrOQUCTION .....ccuiiiiiiitiiiii ettt esneeniee | ebeessneesbeesneenns X X X
(8) Amount of relief volume is produced ............ccooeiiciieiiiiiiiiiiiiee e | e X X X

5. Section 203.60 is revised to read as
follows:

§203.60 Who may apply for deep water
royalty relief?

Under conditions in §§ 203.61(b) and
203.62, you may apply for royalty relief
if:

(a) You are a lessee of a lease in water
at least 200 meters deep in the GOM and
lying wholly west of 87 degrees, 30
minutes West longitude;

(b) We have assigned your lease to a
field (as defined in § 203.0); and

(c) You either:

(1) Hold a pre-act lease on an
authorized field (as defined in § 203.0)
or

(2) Propose an expansion project (as
defined in § 203.0) or

(3) Propose a development project (as
defined in § 203.0).

6. § 203.62, the introductory sentence
and paragraph (c) are revised to read as
follows:

§203.62 How do | apply for relief?

You must send a complete application
and the required fee to the MMS
Regional Director for the GOM.

* * * * *

(c) Sections 203.81, 203.83, and

203.85 through 203.89 describe what

these reports must include. The MMS
regional office for the GOM will guide
you on the format for the required
reports.

7.In § 203.63, the following changes
are made:

A. The introductory paragraph is
redesignated (a) and is revised as set
forth below.

B. Paragraphs (a), (b), and (c)
following the introductory paragraph
are redesignated paragraphs (1), (2), and
(3).

C. A new paragraph (b) is added as set
forth below.

§203.63 Does my application have to
include all leases in the field?

(a) For authorized fields, we will
accept only one joint application for all
leases that are part of the designated
field on the date of application, except
as provided in paragraph (a)(3) of this
section and § 203.64. However, we will
evaluate all acreage that may eventually
become part of the authorized field.
Therefore, if you have any other leases
that you believe may eventually be part
of the authorized field, you may submit
data for these leases according to
§203.81.

* * * * *

(b) No, if your application seeks only
project relief.

8.In § 203.64, the section heading and
the first sentence in the introductory
paragraph are revised to read as follows:

§203.64 How many applications may | file
on afield or a development project?

You may file one complete
application for royalty relief during the
life of the field or for a specific

development project. * * *
* * * * *

9. In §203.65 paragraph (b) is revised
to read as follows:

§203.65 How long will MMS take to
evaluate my application?
* * * * *

(b) We will evaluate your first
application on a field or project within
180 days and evaluate a redetermination
under § 203.75 within 120 days after we
determine that is is complete.

* * * * *

10. Section 203.66 is revised to read

as follows:

§203.66 What happens if MMS does not
act in the time allowed?

If we do not act within the timeframes
established under § 203.65, the
conditions in the following table aply.

If you apply for royalty relief
for—

And we do not decide within the time specified—

As long as you—

(a) An authorized field

(b) An expansion project

(c) A development project ...

You get the minimum suspension volumes specified in § 203.69

You get a royalty suspension for the first year of production

You get a royalty suspension for production during the number of months that a de-
cision is delayed beyond the stipulated timeframes set by §203.65, plus all the
royalty suspension volume for which you qualify.

Abide by §8§203.70 and
203.76.

Abide by §§203.70 and
203.76.

Abide by §8§203.70 and
203.76.

11. Section 203.67 is revised to read
as follows:

§203.67 What economic criteria must |
meet to get royalty relief on an authorized
field or project?

We will not approve applications if
we determine that royalty relief cannot
make the field or project economically
viable. Your field or proejct must be

uneconomic while you are paying
royalties and must become economic
with royalty relief.

12. In §203.68, paragraph (b) is
revised to read as follows:
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§203.68 What pre-application costs will
MMS consider in determining economic
viability?

* * * * *

(b) We will consider sunk costs
(allowable expenditures on and in some
cases after the discovery well as

specified in § 203.89(a)) according to the
following table:

We will

When determining

(1) Include sunk costs

(2) Not include sunk costs

(3) Not include sunk costs

(4) Include sunk costs for the discovery
well only.

whether a field that includes a pre-Act lease which has not produced, other than test production, be-
fore the application or redetermination submission date needs relief to become economic.

whether an authorized field or project can become economic with any relief (see § 203.67).

how much suspension volume is necessary to make the field or project economic (see §203.69(c)).

whether a development project or an expansion project needs relief to become economic.

13. In § 203.69, the introductory
paragraph and paragraphs (b) through
(e) are revised and paragraph (f) is
added to read as follows:

§203.69 If my application is approved,
what royalty relief will | receive?

If we approve your application, we
will not collect royalties on a specified
suspension volume for your field.
Suspension volumes include volumes
allocated to a lease under an approved
unit agreement, but exclude any
volumes of production that are not
normally royalty-bearing under the lease
or the regulations of this chapter (e.g.,
fuel gas).

* * * * *

(b) For development projects, any
relief we grant applies only to project
wells and replaces the royalty
suspension volume with which we
issued your lease. If your project is
economic given the royalty suspension
volume with which we issued your
lease, we will reject the application.
Otherwise, the minimum royalty
suspension volumes:

(1) For RS leases, is the sum of the
volume suspensions with which we

issued the RS leases participating in the
application plus 10 percent of the most
likely resource size we agree is
reasonable for your project; and

(2) For other deep water leases issued
in sales after November 28, 2000, is 10
percent of the most likely resource size
we agree is reasonable for your project.

(c) If the application for the field
includes pre-Act or eligible leases in
different categories of water depth, we
apply the minimum royalty suspension
volume for the deepest such lease then
assigned to the field. We base the water

epth and makeup of a field on the
water-depth delineations in the
“Royalty Suspension Areas Map” and
the “Field Names Master List”” and
updates in effect at the time your
application is deemed complete. These
publications are available from the
MMS Regional Office for the GOM.

(d) You will get a royalty suspension
volume above the minimum if we
determine that you need more to make
the field or development project
economic.

(e) For expansion projects, the
minimum suspension volumes equal 10

percent of the most likely resource size
we agree is reasonable for your project
plus any suspension volumes required
according to § 203.66. If we determine
that your expansion project may be
economic only with more relief, we will
determine and grant you the royalty
suspension volume necessary to make
the project economic.

(f) The royalty suspension volume
applicable to specific leases will
continue through the end of the month
in which cumulative production reaches
that volume. The cumulative production
is from all the leases in the authorized
field or project that are entitled to share
the royalty suspension volume.

14. Section 203.70 is revised to read
as follows:

§203.70 What information must | provide
after MMS approves relief?

You must submit reports to us as
indicated in the following table.
Sections 203.81, 203,90, and 203.91
describe what these reports must
include. The MMS regional office for
the GOM will tell you the formats.

Required report

When due to MMS

Due date extensions

(a) Fabricator’'s confirmation report

(b) Post-production report

Within 18 months after approval of relief ........

Within 120 days after the start of production
that is subject to the approved royalty sus-
pension volume.

MMS Director may grant you an extension
under §203.79(c) for up to 6 months.

With acceptable justification from you, MMS
Regional Director for the GOM may extend
due date up to 30 days.

15. In § 203.71, the introductory
paragraph and paragraphs (a) through
(c) are revised to read as follows:

§203.71 How does MMS allocate a field’s
suspension volume between my lease and
other leases on my field?

The allocation depends on when
production occurs, when we issued the

lease, when we assigned it to the field,
and whether we award the volume
suspension by an approved application
or establish it in the lease terms as
prescribed in this section.

(a) If your authorized field has an
approved royalty suspension volume
under §§ 203.67 and 203.69, we will

suspend payment of royalties on
production from all applying leases in
the field until their cumulative
production equals the approved volume.

The following conditions also apply:

If—

Then—

And—

(1) We assign an eligible lease to your field
after we approve relief.

We will not change your field’s royalty sus-

pension volume.

The assigned lease(s) may share in any re-
maining royalty relief.



Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 222/ Thursday, November 16, 2000/Proposed Rules

69273

If—

Then—

And—

(2) We assign a pre-Act or post-2000 deep
water lease to your field after we approve
your application.

(3) We assign another lease(s) that you oper-
ate to your field while we are evaluating your
application, you agree to toll the evaluation
clock until you modify your application to be
consistent with the new field, and we have an
additional 60 days to review the new informa-
tion.

(4) We assign another operator’'s lease to your
field while we are evaluating your application,
you both agree to toll the evaluation clock
until both of you modify your application to be
consistent with the new field, and we have an
additional 60 days to review the new informa-
tion.

(5) We assign a lease to your field before you
submitted the royalty relief application.

(6) We reassign a well on a pre-Act, eligible, or
post-2000 deep water lease to another field.

We will not change your field’s royalty sus-
pension volume.

We will change your field’s minimum suspen-
sion volume if the assigned lease is a pre-
Act or eligible lease entitled to a larger min-
imum or automatic suspension volume.

We will change your field’s minimum suspen-
sion volume provided the assigned lease
joins the application and is entitled to a
larger minimum suspension volume.

We will not change your field’s royalty sus-
pension volume.

The past production from the well counts to-
ward the royalty suspension volume of the
field to which we assign the well.

The assigned lease(s) may share in any re-
maining royalty relief by filing the short-form
application specified in § 203.83 and author-
ized in §203.82. An assigned RS lease
also gets any portion of its royalty suspen-
sion volume remaining even after the field
has produced the approved relief volume.

The assigned lease(s) may share the roy-
alty—suspension we grant to the new field.
If you do not agree to toll, we will reject
your application due to inadequate informa-
tion. But, an eligible lease(s) we assign to
the field keeps its automatic suspension
volume.

The assigned lease(s) may share the royalty
suspension we grant to the new field. If you
do not agree to toll, the other operator's
lease retains any suspension volume it has
or may share in any relief that we grant by
filing the short form application specified in
§203.83 and authorized in §203.82.

The assigned lease will not share in the relief
if it did not participate in the application.

The past production from that well will not
count toward any royalty suspension vol-
ume granted to the field from which we re-
assigned it.

(b) If your authorized field has a
royalty suspension volume established
under § 260.111 of this chapter (i.e., a
field with a pre-Act lease where an

eligible lease starts production first), we
will suspend payment of royalties on
production from all eligible leases in the
field until their cumulative production

equals the established volume. The
following conditions also apply:

If—

Then—

And—

(1) We assign another eligible lease to your
field.
(2) We assign and RS lease to your field

(3) We assign a pre-Act lease without royalty
suspension to your field.

(4) A pre-Act or post-2000 deep water lease
applies (along with the other leases in the
field) and qualifies (subject to any suspension
volume in the lease) for royalty relief under
§§203.67 and 203.69.

Your field's royalty suspension volume does
not change.

Your field's royalty suspension volume does
not change.

Your field's royalty suspension volume does
not change.

Your field’s royalty suspension volume may
increase or stay the same, but will not di-
minish.

The assigned lease may share in any remain-
ing royalty relief.

The assigned lease gets only the volume sus-
pension with which we issued it, and its
production volume counts against the field’s
royalty suspension volume.

The assigned lease shares none of the vol-
ume suspension, and its production does
not count as part of the suspension volume.

All leases in the field share the royalty sus-
pension volume if we approve the applica-
tion; or the RS leases in the field keep their
respective volumes if we reject the applica-
tion.

(c) This paragraph applies to a project
with more than one lease. The royalty
suspension volume for each lease equals
that lease’s actual production from the
project (or production allocated under
an approved until agreement) until total
production for all leases in the project
equals the project’s approved royalty
suspension volume.

* * * * *

16. In § 203.74, the introductory
paragraph is revised, paragraph (b) and
(c) are revised and redesignated
paragraphs (c) and (d), and a new
paragraph (b) is added to read as
follows:

§203.70 When will MMS reconsider its
determination?

You may request a redetermination
after we withdraw approval or after you
renounce royalty relief. Under certain
conditions you may also request a
redetermination if we deny your
application or if you want your
approved royalty suspension volume to
change. In these instances, to be eligible
for a redetermination, at least one of the
following of our conditions must occur.
* * * * *

(b) You demonstrate in your new
application that a technology not
considered or deemed feasible in the
original application most efficiently
develops this field or lease.

(c) Your current reference price
decreases by more than 25 percent from
your base reference price as determined
under this paragraph.

(1) Your current reference price is a
weighted average of daily closing prices
on the NYMEX for light sweet crude oil
and natural gas over the most recent full
12 calendar months;

(2) Your base reference price is a
weighted average of daily closing prices
on the NYMEX for oil and gas for the
most recent full 12 calendar months
preceding the date of your most recently
approved application for this royalty
relief; and

(3) The weighting factors are the
proportions of the total production
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volume (in BOE) for oil and gas
associated with the most likely scenario
(identified in §§203.85 and 203.88)
from your most recently approved
application for his royalty relief.

(d) Before starting to build your
development and production system,
you have revised your estimated
development costs, and they are more
than 120 percent of the eligible
development costs associated with the
most likely scenario from you most
recently approved application for this
royalty relief.

17.In § 203.76, paragraphs (a), (b),
and (c) are revised to read as follows:

§203.76 When might MMS withdraw or
reduce the approved size of my relief?
* * * * *

(a) You change the type of
development system proposed in your
application (e.g., change from a fixed
platform to floating production system,
an independent development and
production system to one with subsea
wells tied back to a host production
facility, etc.).

(b) You do not start building the
proposed development and production
system within 18 months of the date we
approved your application, unless the
MMS Director grants you an extension
under § 203.79(c). If you start building
the proposed system and then suspend
its construction before completion, and
you do not restart continuous building
of the proposed system within 18
months of our approval, we will
withdraw the relief we granted.

(c) Your actual development costs are
less than 80 percent of the eligible
development costs estimated in your
application’s most likely scenario, and
you do not report that fact in your post-
production development report

(§ 203.70). Development costs are those
expenditures defined in § 203.89(b)
incurred between the application
submission date and start of production.
If you report this fact in the post-
production development report, you
may retain the lesser of 50 percent of the
original royalty suspension volume or
50 percent of the most likely size of
producible resources anticipated in your

application.
* * * * *

18. Section 203.77 is revised to read
as follows:

§203.77 May | voluntarily give up relief if
conditions change?

Yes, by sending a letter to this effect
to the MMS Regional Director for the
GOM.

19. In § 203.78, the introductory
paragraph and paragraph (f) are revised
to read as follows:

§203.78 Do | keep relief if prices rise
significantly?

If prices rise above a base price for
light sweet crude oil or natural gas, set
by statute for pre-Act leases, or in your
original lease agreement for post-2000
deep water leases, you must pay full

royalties as prescribed in this section.
* * * * *

(f) We change the prices referred to in
paragraphs (a), (b), and (d) of this
section during each calendar year after
1994. For pre-Act leases, these prices
change by the percentage that the
implicit price deflator for the gross
domestic product changed during the
preceding calendar year. For post-2000
deep water leases, these prices change
as specified in the leasing instrument
and in the Notice of Sale under which
we issued the lease.

20. Section 203.80 is added to read as
follows:

§203.80 When can | get royalty relief if |
am not eligible for end-of-life or deep water
royalty relief?

We may grant special royalty relief
when it serves the statutory purposes
summarized in § 203.1, and our formal
relief programs provide inadequate
encouragement to increase production
or development. Before you may apply
for special royalty relief, we must agree
that your lease or project has two or
more of the following characteristics.

(a) The lease has produced for a
substantial period and the lessee can
recover significant additional resources.

(b) Valuable facilities (e.g., a platform
or pipeline that would be removed upon
lease relinquishment) exist on the lease
that we do not expect a successor lessee
to use.

(c) A substantial risk exists that no
new lessee will recover the resources.

(d) The lessee made major efforts to
reduce operating costs too recently to
use the formal program for royalty relief
(e.g., recent significant change in
operations).

(e) Circumstances beyond the lessee’s
control, other than water depth,
preclude reliance on one of the existing
royalty relief programs.

21. In § 203.81, paragraphs (a) and (c)
are revised to read as follows:

§203.81 What supplemental reports do
royalty-relief applications require?

(a) You must send us the
supplemental reports listed in the
following table that apply to your field.
§§ 203.83 through 203.91 describe these
reports in detail.

deot i Deep water
: End-of-life
Required reports lease Expansion | 5o oot lease | Pevelopment
project project
(1) Administrative information rePOIt ..........ccceeeiiiiiiiiiieiii e X X X X
(2) Net revenue & relief justification report ...........cccoceeiiiiiienieinie e X ] i | s | e
(3) Economic viability & relief justification report (RSVP model inputs justified by
Other reqUIred FEPOIS) .....eiiiiiiiiieii ettt ettt ettt sbeesine | ebeessneesseesneenes X X X
(4) G&G report .......cceeeee. X X X
(5) Engineering report ... X X X
(6) ProdUCLION FEPOMT ......eiieiiiiieitiestie ettt ettt ettt esnees | eeeteesneenree s X X X
(7) DEEP WALET COSE FTEPOIT ...ueeiiiieiieiiiie ittt ettt ettt ettt ettt nbeesnneas X X X
(8) Fabricator’s confirmation report ......... X X X
(9) Post-production development report X X X

* * * * *

(c) With your application and post-
production development report, you
must submit an additional report
prepared by an independent CPA that:

(1) Assesses the accuracy of the
historical financial information in your
report and

(2) Certifies that the content and
presentation of the financial data and
information conform to our most recent
guidelines on royalty relief, with

primary regard to including only
eligible costs that are incurred during
the qualification months and shown in
the proper format.

* * * * *
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22.In § 203.83, paragraph (c) is
revised to read as follows:

§203.83 What is in an administrative
information report?
* * * * *

(c) Lessee’s well designation, the API
number, and the location of each well
that has been drilled on the field or
lease or project (not required for non-oil

and gas leases);
* * * * *

23. In § 203.86, the following changes
are made:

A. The word “and” is removed at the
end of paragraph (b)(6).

B. The “.” is removed and ¢; and” is
added at the end of paragraph (b)(7).

C. Paragraph (b)(8) is added.

D. Paragraph (c)(4) is revised.

E. The word “and” is removed at the
end of paragraph (d)(6).

F. The “.” isremoved and ¢; and” is
added at the end of paragraph (d)(7).

G. Paragraph (d)(8) is added.

The additions and revisions in
changes C, D, and G read as follows:

§203.86 What is in G&G report?

* * * * *

(b) * % %

(8) A table listing the wells/
completions and indicating which sands
and fault blocks will be targeted for
completion/recompletion.

(C) L

(4) an explanation for excluding the
reservoirs you are not planning to
develop.

(d) * % %

(8) Reserve/resource distribution by
reservoir.

* * * * *

24.In §203.87, paragraphs (a)(1) and
(d) are revised to read as follows, and
paragraphs (d)(1) and (d)(2) are

removed.

§203.87 What is in an engineering report?
* * * * *

(a) * * *

(1) Its size along with basic design
specifications and drawings and
* * * * *

(d) A discussion of any plans for
multi-phase development which
includes the conceptual basis for
developing in phases and goals or
milestones required for starting later
phases.

* * * * *

25.In §203.89, paragraph (a) is

revised to read as follows:

§203.89 What is in an engineering report?
* * * * *

(a) On an authorized field, sunk costs
which are all your eligible post-
discovery exploration, development,

and production expenses (no third party
costs), and include the eligible costs of
the discovery well on the field. On an
expansion project or a development
project, sunk costs are just the eligible
costs of the discovery well for the
project. Report them in nominal dollars
and only if you have documentation.
We count sunk costs in an evaluation
(specified in § 203.68) as after-tax
expenses, using nominal dollar

amounts.
* * * * *

26. In §203.91, a new last sentence is
added to read as follows:

§203.91 What is in an engineering report?
* * *  Also, you must have this
report certified by an independent CPA

according to § 203.81(c).
[FR Doc. 00-29372 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[MA-081-7211b; A-1-FRL-6897-5]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans;
Massachusetts; Enhanced Motor
Vehicle Inspection and Maintenance
Program

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA is proposing to
approve a State Implementation Plan
(SIP) revision submitted by the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. This
revision establishes and requires the
implementation of an enhanced
inspection and maintenance program. In
the Final Rules Section of this Federal
Register, EPA is approving the
Commonwealth’s SIP submittal as a
direct final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial submittal and
anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
relevant adverse comments are received
in response to this action, no further
activity is contemplated. If EPA receives
relevant adverse comments, the direct
final rule will be withdrawn and all
public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. EPA will
not institute a second comment period.
Any parties interested in commenting
on this action should do so at this time.
Please note that if EPA receives adverse

comment on an amendment, paragraph,
or section of this rule and if that
provision may be severed from the
remainder of the rule, EPA may adopt
as final those provisions of the rule that
are not the subject of an adverse
comment.

DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before December 18,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
David Conroy, Unit Manager, Air
Quality Planning, Office of Ecosystem
Protection (mail code CAQ), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, EPA-
New England, One Congress Street,
Suite 1100, Boston, MA 02114-2023.
Copies of the State submittal and EPA’s
technical support document are
available for public inspection during
normal business hours, by appointment
at the Office of Ecosystem Protection,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
EPA-New England, One Congress Street,
11th floor, Boston, MA and Division of
Air Quality Control, Department of
Environmental Protection, One Winter
Street, 8th Floor, Boston, MA 02108.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter Hagerty, (617) 918—1049.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information, see the direct
final rule which is located in the Rules
Section of this Federal Register.

Dated: October 27, 2000.
Mindy S. Lubber,
Regional Administrator, EPA-New England.
[FR Doc. 00-29219 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 81
[Docket WA-00-01; FRL-6902-6]
Clean Air Act Reclassification; Wallula,

Washington Particulate Matter (PMio)
Nonattainment Area

AGENCY: EPA.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to determine
that the Wallula nonattainment area has
not attained the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards for particulate matter
with an aerodynamic diameter of less
than or equal to 10 microns (PMio) by
the attainment date of December 31,
1997, as required by the Clean Air Act.
EPA’s proposed finding is based on
EPA’s review of monitored air quality
data reported for the years 1995 through
1999. If EPA takes final action on this
proposal, the Wallula PM1o
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nonattainment area will be reclassified
by operation of law as a serious PMjg
nonattainment area.

DATES: Comments on this proposal must
be received in writing by December 1,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
to Donna Deneen, EPA, Region 10,
Office of Air Quality (OAQ-107), 1200
Sixth Avenue, Seattle, Washington
98101. You may view documents
supporting this action during normal
business hours at the following location:
EPA, Office of Air Quality (OAQ-107),
1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle, Washington
98101.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donna Deneen, EPA Region 10, Office of
Air Quality, at (206) 553—6706.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
supplementary information is organized
as follows:

I. What action are we taking?

II. What is the background for this action?

III. How does EPA determine whether an area
has attained the standard by the
attainment date?

IV. What information supports EPA’s finding
that the Wallula area has not attained the
PMi standard by the attainment date?

V. Does the Wallula area qualify for a
permanent waiver of the December 31,
1997 attainment date?

VI. What are the implications of this
proposed finding?

VII. Administrative Requirements

A. Executive Order 12866

B. Executive Order 13045

C. Executive Order 13084

D. Regulatory Flexibility Act

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

F. Executive Order 13132

G. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

I. What Action Are We Taking?

In this action, we are proposing to
find that the Wallula nonattainment
area has not attained the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) for particulate matter with an
aerodynamic diameter of less than or
equal to 10 microns (PMio) by the
attainment date of December 31, 1997,
as required by the Clean Air Act.® This
proposed finding is based on EPA’s

10n July 18, 1997, EPA promulgated revised and
new standards for PM;p and PM55 (62 FR 38651).
The U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit in
American Trucking Assoc., Inc., et al. v. USEPA,
175 F.3d 1027 (D.C. Cir. 1999), issued an opinion
that, among other things, vacated the new standards
for PMio that were published on July 18, 1997, and
became effective September 16, 1997. However, the
PMio standards promulgated on July 1, 1987, were
not an issue in this litigation, and the Court’s
decision does not affect the applicability of those
standards in the Wallula area. Codification of those
standards continue to be recorded at 40 CFR 50.6.
Today’s proposed action relates only to the CAA
requirements concerning the PMio standards as
originally promulgated in 1987.

review of monitored PMap air quality
data reported for the years 1995 through
1999, inclusive. If EPA takes final action
on this proposal, the Wallula PM1o
nonattainment area will be reclassified
by operation of law as a serious PMsq
nonattainment area.

I1. What is the Background for This
Action?

The Wallula area was designated
nonattainment for PM1o and classified
as moderate under sections 107(d)(4)(B)
and 188(a) of the Clean Air Act upon
enactment of the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990 (Act or CAA). 2
See 40 CFR 81.348 (PMyg Initial
Nonattainment Areas); see also 56 FR
56694 (November 6, 1991). Under
subsections 188(a) and (c)(1) of the Act,
all initial moderate PM1o nonattainment
areas had the same applicable
attainment date of December 31, 1994.

States containing initial moderate
PMio nonattainment areas were required
to develop and submit to EPA by
November 15, 1991, a state
implementation plan (SIP) revision
providing for, among other things,
implementation of reasonably available
control measures (RACM), including
reasonably available control technology
(RACT), and a demonstration of
attainment of the PM1o NAAQS by
December 31, 1994. See section 189(a)
of the CAA. 3 In response to this
submission requirement, the
Washington Department of Ecology
(Ecology) submitted a SIP revision for
Wallula on November 15, 1991.
Subsequently, Ecology submitted
additional information indicating that
nonanthropogenic sources may be
significant in the Wallula nonattainment
area during windblown dust events.
Based on our review of the State’s
submissions, we deferred action on
several elements in the Wallula SIP,
approved the control measures in the
SIP as meeting RACM/RACT, and,
under section 188(f) of the CAA, granted
a temporary waiver to extend the
attainment date for Wallula to December
31, 1997. See 60 FR 63109 (December 6,
1995)(proposed action); 62 FR 3800
(January 27, 1997) (final action). The
temporary waiver was intended to
provide Ecology time to evaluate further
the Wallula nonattainment area and to
determine the significance of the
anthropogenic and nonanthropogenic

2The 1990 Amendments to the CAA made
significant changes to the CAA. See Public Law No.
101-549, 104 Stat. 2399. References herein are to
the CAA as amended in 1990. The Clean Air Act
is codified, as amended, in the United States Code
at 42 U.S.C. 7401, et seq.

3The moderate area SIP requirements are set forth
in section 189(a) of the CAA.

sources impacting the area. Once these
activities were complete or the
temporary waiver expired, EPA was to
make a decision on whether the area
was eligible for a permanent waiver
under section 188(f) of the CAA or
whether the area had attained the
standard by the extended attainment
date. See 62 FR 3802. Based on all the
information currently available to EPA,
we do not believe that
nonanthropogenic sources of PMjg
contribute significantly to violations of
the PM3o standards in the Wallula
nonattainment area. We therefore do not
believe that the State has demonstrated
that the area qualifies for a permanent
waiver of the attainment date.
Accordingly, in this action, we are
proposing to find that the Wallula area
has not attained the PMjo standards by
the applicable attainment date of
December 31, 1997.

III. How does EPA Determine Whether
an Area has Attained the Standard by
the Attainment Date?

EPA has the responsibility, pursuant
to sections 179(c)(1) and 188(b)(2) of the
CAA, to determine within six months of
the applicable attainment date, whether
PM;jo nonattainment areas attained the
PM;0 NAAQS by the attainment date.
Determinations under section 179(c)(1)
of the Act are to be based upon an area’s
“air quality as of the attainment date.”
Section 188(b)(2) is consistent with this
requirement. Generally, EPA will
determine whether an area’s air quality
is meeting the PM10 NAAQS for
purposes of sections 179(c)(1) and
188(b)(2) based upon data gathered at
monitoring sites in the nonattainment
area and entered into the Aerometric
Information Retrieval System (AIRS).
Data entered into the AIRS has been
determined by EPA to meet federal
monitoring requirements (see 40 CFR
50.6 and appendix J, 40 CFR part 53, 40
CFR part 58, appendices A and B). The
data are reviewed in accordance with 40
CFR part 50, appendix K, to determine
the area’s air quality status.

Pursuant to appendix K, the annual
PM;o standard is attained when the
expected annual arithmetic average of
the 24-hour samples for a period of one
year does not exceed 50 micrograms per
cubic meter (ug/m3). The 24-hour PM1o
standard is attained when the expected
number of days in a year with PMig
concentrations greater than 150 pg/m3,
averaged over a three year period, is less
than or equal to one. To calculate ““the
expected number of days,” we use the
number of exceedances that are
observed in a year, then adjust that
number to account for the sampling
schedule of the monitor and any
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missing data. A total of three
consecutive years of non-violating air
quality data is generally necessary to
show attainment of the 24-hour and
annual standard for PMi0. See 40 CFR
50.6 and 40 CFR part 50, appendix K.

EPA is publishing this proposal
pursuant to section 188(b)(2) of the Act.
Under subpart (A) of that section, a
moderate PM;o nonattainment area is
reclassified as serious by operation of
law if EPA finds that the area is not in
attainment by the applicable attainment
date. Pursuant to section 188(b)(2)(B) of
the Act, EPA must publish a Federal
Register document within six months
after the applicable attainment date
identifying those areas that have failed
to attain the standard and that have
been reclassified to serious by operation
of law. See section 188(b)(2); see also
section 179(c)(1).

IV. What Information Supports EPA’s
Finding That the Wallula Area has not
Attained the PMo Standard by the
Attainment Date?

As explained above, attainment
determinations are based upon an area’s
“air quality as of the attainment date.”
Since Wallula’s attainment date was
extended to December 31, 1997, we first
looked at the PMap air quality data for
1995, 1996, and 1997. These data show
that, for this three year period, there
were no violations of the annual PM;q
standard. For the 24-hour standard,
however, there were two measured
exceedances: 160 pg/m?3 on June 21,
1997, and 210 pg/m3 on July 3, 1997.
After adjusting these two 24-hour
exceedances to account for the sampling
schedule 4 and missing data, the
expected number of days with PMig
concentrations greater than 150 pg/m3
was 4.1. Since this value is greater than
one, these data show that Wallula was
not in attainment of the 24-hour PM1¢
standard as of its December 31, 1997,
attainment date.

In addition to the 1995 through 1997
data, we also looked at the most recent
data for Wallula. In 1998 and 1999 there
were no violations of the annual
standard. However, since January 1,
1998, there have been two additional
exceedances of the 24-hour standard:
215 pg/m?3 on July 10, 1998, and 297 pg/
m?3 on June 23, 1999. Using these values,
along with the 1997 exceedances of 160
pg/m3 and 210 pg/m3, we calculated the
expected number of days with PMio
concentrations greater than 150 pg/m3
for the 1997 through 1999 period (i.e.,

4 Because the Wallula monitor is scheduled to
sample once every six days, each measured
exceedance is generally counted as six expected
exceedances. If there is missing data, the measured
exceedance may count for more than that.

the most recent three-year period).
Accounting for the sampling schedule
and missing data, the expected number
of days for this period was 8.4. Because
this value is greater than one, these data
show that Wallula is still not in
attainment of the 24-hour PMio
standard.

In a May 30, 1996, Memorandum from
EPA’s Assistant Administrator for Air
and Radiation to EPA Regional Air
Directors entitled “Areas Affected by
Natural Events” (EPA’s Natural Events
Policy), EPA has stated that in some
circumstances it is appropriate to
exclude PMyo air quality data that are
attributable to uncontrollable natural
events, such as unusually high winds,
from decisions regarding an area’s
attainment status. Under the policy,
where a State believes natural events
have caused a violation of the NAAQS,
the State enters the exceedance in the
AIRS data base, flags the exceedance as
being attributable to a natural event,
documents a clear causal relationship
between the measured exceedance and
the natural event, and develops a
natural events action plan (NEAP) to
address future natural events. In the
case of high-wind events where the
sources of dust are anthropogenic, the
State should also document that Best
Available Control Measures (BACM)
were required for those sources and the
sources were in compliance with BACM
at the time-of the high-wind event.
EPA’s Natural Events Policy also
contains guidance for notifying the
public of the occurrence of natural
events and the health effects of such
events, as well as minimizing public
exposure to high concentrations of PMio
due to natural events.

Ecology has flagged certain
exceedances of the PM1o NAAQS in the
Wallula area under EPA’s Natural
Events Policy and has also developed a
Natural Events Action Plan for High
Wind Events in the Columbia Plateau
(March 1998), which includes the
Wallula PM;o nonattainment area. Since
January 1, 1995, the beginning of the
time period for the data considered by
EPA in this action, we are aware of one
exceedance of the PMjo standard in the
Wallula area—June 21, 1997— that
Ecology has flagged as attributable to
high winds under EPA’s Natural Events
Policy.? EPA has no information

5Ecology subsequently submitted documentation
to EPA to support its claim that the June 21, 1997
exceedance was due to a ‘“natural event,”” although
it is unclear when EPA received this
documentation. In addition, because the
documentation from Ecology was marked “draft,” it
was not clear to EPA that this was intended to be
treated as the State’s final submission and EPA has
therefore not confirmed this flag. EPA now

indicating Ecology has claimed any of
the other exceedances of the 24-hour
PM;p standard in the Wallula area since
January 1, 1995, as attributable to
natural events.6 Even if the June 21,
1997, exceedance is excluded from the
attainment determination, the expected
number of days during the 1995-1997
time period with PM;o concentrations
greater than 150 pg/m3 is 2.0 and still
demonstrates nonattainment of the 24-
hour PM3 standard. Similarly, for the
1997-1999 time period, the expected
number of days with PMjo
concentrations greater than 150 pg/m3 is
6.4 and demonstrates nonattainment of
the 24-hour standard even if the June
21, 1997, exceedance is excluded.

V. Does the Wallula Area Qualify for a
Permanent Waiver of the December 31,
1997, Attainment Date?

Section 188(f) of the Act provides that
EPA may, on a case-by-case basis, waive
a specific date for attainment of the
PM o standards where EPA determines
that nonanthropogenic sources of PMiq
contribute significantly to the violation
of the PMjo standards in the
nonattainment area. Based on the
currently available information, we do
not believe the Wallula area qualifies for
a permanent waiver of the moderate
area extended attainment date of
December 31, 1997. EPA also has not
received a request from Ecology for a
permanent waiver of the attainment date
under section 188(f). In addition, the
information available to EPA does not
establish that nonanthropogenic sources
of PMio contribute significantly to the
violations of the PM;o standards in the
Wallula PM10 nonattainment area. As
discussed above, only one of the
exceedances of the PM;o standards since
January 1, 1995, has been claimed by
Ecology as attributable to a natural
event. EPA therefore believes that the
other exceedances were due to
anthropogenic sources of PMiq.
Accordingly, in light of the data
showing the Wallula area was in
violation of the 24-hour PMjo standard
as of the December 31, 1997, attainment
date, as well as the data showing the
area continues to violate the 24-hour
PMio standard, we are proposing to find,
in accordance with section 188(b)(2) of
the Act, that the Wallula PM3o
nonattainment area did not attain the

understands from Ecology that Ecology intended
the submission marked “draft” to serve as its final
submission, and EPA will therefore proceed with
reviewing the documentation submitted by the
State.

6Indeed, the State has specifically confirmed that
it does not consider the July 10, 1998, exceedance
to be due to high winds.
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PMio NAAQS by the applicable
attainment date of December 31, 1997.

VI. What are the implications of this
proposed finding?

If EPA takes final action on this
proposed finding, the Wallula PMiq
nonattainment area will be reclassified
by operation of law as a serious PMig
nonattainment area under section
188(b)(2)(A) of the Act. PM10
nonattainment areas reclassified as
serious under section 188(b)(2) of the
Act are required to submit, within 18
months of the area’s reclassification, SIP
provisions providing for, among other
things, the adoption and
implementation of best available control
measures (BACM), including best
available control technology (BACT), for
PM;p no later than four years from the
date of reclassification. The SIP also
must contain, among other things, a
demonstration that the implementation
of BACM will provide for attainment of
the PM10 NAAQS no later than
December 31, 2001.7 In addition, the
terms ‘“major source” or ‘‘major
stationary source” include any
stationary source or group of stationary
sources located within a contiguous area
and under common control that emits,
or has the potential to emit, at least 70
tons per year of PM1o. See sections
188(c)(2) and 189(b). These
requirements are in addition to the
moderate PM;o nonattainment
requirements of RACT/RACM, which, as
discussed above, were approved for the
Wallula nonattainment area on January
27,1997. See 62 FR 3800.

VII. Administrative Requirements

A. Executive Order 12866

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735 (October 4, 1993)), EPA is
required to determine whether
regulatory actions are significant and
therefore should be subject to Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) review,
economic analysis, and the
requirements of the Executive Order.
The Executive Order defines a
“significant regulatory action” as one
that is likely to result in a rule that may
meet at least one of the four criteria
identified in section 3(f), including,
under paragraph (1), that the rule may
“have an annual effect on the economy
of $100 million or more or adversely
affect, in a material way, the economy,
a sector of the economy, productivity,
competition, jobs, the environment,
public health or safety, or State, local or
tribal governments or communities.”

71f certain conditions are met, EPA may extend
this attainment deadline to no later than December
31, 2006. CAA 188(e).

The Agency has determined that the
finding of failure to attain proposed
today would result in none of the effects
identified in section 3(f). Under section
188(b)(2) of the CAA, findings of failure
to attain are based upon air quality
considerations and the resulting
reclassifications must occur by
operation of law in light of certain air
quality conditions. They do not, in and
of themselves, impose any new
requirements on any sectors of the
economy. In addition, because the
statutory requirements are clearly
defined with respect to the differently
classified areas, and because those
requirements are automatically triggered
by classifications that, in turn, are
triggered by air quality values, findings
of failure to attain and reclassification
cannot be said to impose a materially
adverse impact on State, local or tribal
governments or communities.

B. Executive Order 13045

Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks (62 FR 19885,
April 23, 1997), applies to any rule that:
(1) is determined to be economically
significant as defined under Executive
Order 12866, and (2) concerns an
environmental health or safety risk that
EPA has reason to believe may have a
disproportionate effect on children. If
the regulatory action meets both criteria,
the Agency must evaluate the
environmental health or safety effects of
the planned rule on children, and
explain why the planned regulation is
preferable to other potentially effective
and reasonably feasible alternatives
considered by the Agency. This
proposed action is not subject to
Executive Order 13045 because this is
not an economically significant
regulatory action as defined by
Executive Order 12866.

C. Executive Order 13084

Under Executive Order 13084,
Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments, EPA may
not issue a regulation that is not
required by statute, that significantly or
uniquely affects the communities of
Indian tribal governments, and that
imposes substantial direct compliance
costs on those communities, unless the
Federal government provides the funds
necessary to pay the direct compliance
costs incurred by the tribal
governments, or EPA consults with
those governments. If EPA complies by
consulting, Executive Order 13084
requires EPA to provide OMB, in a
separately identified section of the
preamble to the rule, a description of
the extent of EPA’s prior consultation

with representatives of affected tribal
governments, a summary of the nature
of their concerns, and a statement
supporting the need to issue the
regulation. In addition, Executive Order
13084 requires EPA to develop an
effective process permitting elected
officials and other representatives of
Indian tribal governments to provide
meaningful and timely input in the
development of regulatory policies on
matters that significantly or uniquely
affect their communities.

Today’s proposed finding of failure to
attain does not significantly or uniquely
affect the communities of Indian tribal
governments. Accordingly, the
requirements of section 3(b) of
Executive Order 13084 do not apply to
this proposed finding of failure to attain.

D. Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
generally requires an agency to conduct
a regulatory flexibility analysis of any
rule subject to notice and comment
rulemaking requirements unless the
agency certifies that the rule will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
Small entities include small businesses,
small not-for-profit enterprises, and
small governmental jurisdictions.

Findings of failure to attain and the
resulting reclassification of
nonattainment areas by operation of law
under section 188(b)(2) of the CAA do
not in and of themselves create any new
requirements. Instead, this rulemaking
only proposes to make a factual
determination, and does not propose to
directly regulate any entities. Therefore,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), I certify that
today’s proposed action does not have a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities within the
meaning of those terms for RFA
purposes.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

Under section 202 of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(“UMRA”), signed into law on March
22,1995, EPA must prepare a budgetary
impact statement to accompany any
proposed or final rule that includes a
Federal mandate that may result in
estimated annual costs to state, local, or
tribal governments in the aggregate; or
to private sector, of $100 million or
more. Under section 205, EPA must
select the most cost-effective and least
burdensome alternative that achieves
the objectives of the rule and is
consistent with statutory requirements.
Section 203 requires EPA to establish a
plan for informing and advising any
small governments that may be
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significantly or uniquely impacted by
the rule.

EPA believes, as discussed above, that
the proposed finding of failure to attain
is a factual determination based upon
air quality considerations and that the
resulting reclassification of the area
must occur by operation of law. Thus,
the finding does not constitute a Federal
mandate, as defined in section 101 of
the UMRA, because it does not impose
an enforceable duty on any entity.

F. Executive Order 13132

Executive Order 13132, entitled
Federalism (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999) revokes and replaces Executive
Orders 12612, Federalism, and 12875,
Enhancing the Intergovernmental
Partnership. Executive Order 13132
requires EPA to develop an accountable
process to ensure ‘‘meaningful and
timely input by State and local officials
in the development of regulatory
policies that have federalism
implications.” “Policies that have
federalism implications” is defined in
the Executive Order to include
regulations that have “substantial direct
effects on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government.” Under
Executive Order 13132, EPA may not
issue a regulation that has federalism
implications, that imposes substantial
direct compliance costs, and that is not
required by statute, unless the Federal
government provides the funds
necessary to pay the direct compliance
costs incurred by State and local
governments, or EPA consults with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation. EPA also may not issue a
regulation that has federalism
implications and that preempts State
law unless the Agency consults with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation.

This finding of failure to attain and
reclassification of nonattainment area
will not have substantial direct effects
on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government, as
specified in Executive Order 13132 (64
FR 43255, August 10, 1999), because
these actions do not, in-and-of-
themselves, impose any new
requirements on any sectors of the
economy, and does not alter the
relationship or the distribution of power
and responsibilities established in the
Clean Air Act. Thus, the requirements of

section 6 of the Executive Order do not
apply to these actions.

G. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

Section 12 of the National Technology
Transfer and Advancement Act
(NTTAA) of 1995 requires Federal
agencies to evaluate existing technical
standards when developing a new
regulation. To comply with NTTAA,
EPA must consider and use “voluntary
consensus standards” (VCS) if available
and applicable when developing
programs and policies unless doing so
would be inconsistent with applicable
law or otherwise impractical.

The EPA believes that VCS are not
relevant to this action because today’s
action does not involve the application
of new technical standards.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 81

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Intergovernmental
relations, Particulate matter.

Dated: November 6, 2000.

Charles E. Findley,

Acting Regional Administrator, Region 10.
[FR Doc. 00-29360 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-u

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration

46 CFR Part 205
[Docket No. MARAD-2000-8284]
RIN 2133-AB42

Audit Appeals; Policy and Procedure

AGENCY: Maritime Administration,
Transportation.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: The Maritime Administration
(MARAD, we, our, or us) is proposing to
update Part 205—Audit Appeals; Policy
and Procedure. Part 205 establishes
appeal procedures for parties who
contract with the Maritime Subsidy
Board or MARAD. We propose to:
Update these audit procedures to reflect
current MARAD practices; and rewrite
the regulations in plain language. The
intended effect of this rulemaking is to
improve our audit appeals process by
updating and clarifying part 205.

DATES: You should submit your
comments early enough to ensure that
Docket Management receives them not
later than January 16, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Your comments should
refer to docket number [MARAD 2000-

8284]. You may submit your comments
in writing to: Docket Clerk, U.S. DOT
Dockets, Room PL—401, 400 7th St., SW,
Washington, DC 20590. You may also
submit them electronically via the
internet at http://dmses.dot.gov/submit/
. You may call Docket Management at
(202) 366—9324 and visit the Docket
Room from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m., EST.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
Holidays. An electronic version of this
document is available on the World
Wide Web at http://dms.dot.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Fred A. Slaugh, Office of Financial
Approvals and Rates, (202) 366—5866.
You may send mail to Mr. Slaugh at
Maritime Administration, Office of
Financial and Rate Approvals, Room
8117, 400 Seventh Street, SW,
Washington, DC 20590.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments

How Do I Prepare and Submit
Comments?

Your comments must be written and
in English. To ensure that your
comments are correctly filed in the
Docket, please include the docket
number of this document in your
comments. We encourage you to write
your primary comments in a concise
fashion. However, you may attach
necessary additional documents to your
comments. There is no limit on the
length of the attachments. Please submit
two copies of your comments, including
the attachments, to Docket Management
at the address given above under
ADDRESSES.

How Can I be Sure That my Comments
Were Received?

If you wish Docket Management to
notify you upon its receipt of your
comments, enclose a self-addressed,
stamped postcard in the envelope
containing your comments. Docket
Management will return the postcard by
mail.

How do I Submit Confidential Business
Information?

If you wish to submit any information
under a claim of confidentiality, you
should submit three copies of your
complete submission, including the
information you claim to be confidential
business information, to the Chief
Counsel, Maritime Administration, at
the address given above under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. You
should mark “CONFIDENTIAL” on each
page of the original document that you
would like to keep confidential. In
addition, you should submit two copies,
from which you have deleted the
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claimed confidential business
information, to Docket Management at
the address given above under
ADDRESSES. When you send comments
containing information claimed to be
confidential business information, you
should include a cover letter setting
forth with specificity the basis for any
such claim.

Will the Agency Consider Late
Comments?

We will consider all comments that
Docket Management receives before the
close of business on the comment
closing date indicated above under
DATES. To the extent possible, we will
also consider comments that Docket
Management receives after that date.

How Can I Read the Comments
Submitted by Other People?

You may read the comments received
by Docket Management at the address
given above under ADDRESSES. The
hours of the Docket Room are indicated
above in the same location. You may
also see the comments on the Internet.
To read the comments on the Internet,
take the following steps: Go to the
Docket Management System (DMS) Web
page of the Department of
Transportation (http://dms.dot.gov/). On
that page, click on “search.” On the next
page (http://dms.dot.gov/search/), type
in the four-digit docket number shown
at the beginning of this document. The
docket number for this document is
[xxxx]. After typing the docket number,
click on “search.” On the next page,
which contains docket summary
information for the docket you selected,
click on the desired comments. You
may download the comments. Please
note that even after the comment closing
date, we will continue to file relevant
information in the Docket as it becomes
available. Further, some people may
submit late comments. Accordingly, we
recommend that you periodically check
the Docket for new material.

Background

Part 205—Audit Appeals; Policy and
Procedure establishes the policy and
procedure for parties to use when
seeking redress and appeals of decisions
involving contracts with the Maritime
Subsidy Board or MARAD. Part 205
applies to all MARAD contracts
including the Operating-Differential
Subsidy, Construction-Differential
Subsidy, Capital Construction Fund,
Construction Reserve Fund, and
Maritime Security Program.

According to the policy in part 205,
any contractor who disagrees with audit
findings or decisions of MARAD and
who does not reach a negotiation with

the appropriate Coast Director’s office
may appeal. Any contractor who
appeals must do so in writing to the
Maritime Administrator within six (6)
months following the date of the
document notifying the contractor of the
audit findings. MARAD will then notify
the appellant in writing if a hearing or
additional facts are necessary. After the
Maritime Administrator renders a
decision, MARAD will notify the
appellant in writing. When a contract
contains a disputes article, the disputes
article will govern the bases for dispute
and any appeals.

We are proposing revisions to part
205 that reflect our current practices of
making audit appeals decisions.
Appellants no longer appeal to the
appropriate Coast Director’s office. In
the past, auditors were assigned to
regional offices. However, we no longer
have these auditors. MARAD
headquarters is responsible for
overseeing audits as deemed
appropriate. Such audits may be
performed by the Office of Inspector
General.

Plain Language

Executive Order 12866 and the
President’s memorandum on plain
language in government writing of June
1, 1998, require each agency to write all
rules in plain language. The Department
of Transportation and MARAD are
committed to plain language in
government writing; therefore, we
propose to revise part 205 using plain
language to provide easier
understanding. Our goal is to improve
the clarity of the regulation. We invite
your comments on how to make this
proposed rule easier to understand.

Rulemaking Analyses and Notices

Executive Order 12866 and DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures

We have reviewed this notice of
proposed rulemaking (NPRM) under
Executive Order 12866 and have
determined that this is not a significant
regulatory action. Additionally, this
NPRM is not likely to result in an
annual effect on the economy of $100
million or more. The purpose of this
NPRM is to propose updates to
MARAD’s audit procedures to reflect
current MARAD practices and to rewrite
the regulations in plain language.

This NPRM is also not significant
under the Regulatory Policies and
Procedures of the Department of
Transportation (44 FR 11034; February
26, 1979). The costs and benefits
associated with this rulemaking are
considered to be so minimal that no
further analysis is necessary. Because

the economic impact, if any, should be
minimal, further regulatory evaluation
is not necessary.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

This NPRM will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. This NPRM
only updates procedures for appealing
audit findings and decisions to the
Maritime Administrator. Although the
number of small entities who appeal
audit findings may be substantial, the
cost of filing an audit appeal with
MARAD is minimal, if any. Therefore, I
certify that this NPRM will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

Federalism

We have analyzed this final rule in
accordance with the principles and
criteria contained in E.O. 13132
(“Federalism”’) and have determined
that it does not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a federalism summary
impact statement. These regulations
have no substantial effects on the States,
or on the current Federal-State
relationship, or on the current
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various local
officials. Therefore, consultation with
State and local officials was not
necessary.

Environmental Impact Statement

We have analyzed this NPRM for
purposes of compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and have
concluded that under the categorical
exclusions provision in section 4.05 of
Maritime Administrative Order
(“MAQO”) 600-1, “Procedures for
Considering Environmental Impacts,”
50 FR 11606 (March 22, 1985), the
preparation of an Environmental
Assessment, and an Environmental
Impact Statement, or a Finding of No
Significant Impact for this NPRM is not
required. This NPRM involves
administrative and procedural
regulations that have no environmental
impact.

Executive Order 13084

MARAD does not believe that this
NPRM will significantly or uniquely
affect the communities of Indian tribal
governments when analyzed under the
principles and criteria contained in
Executive Order 13084 (‘‘Consultation
and Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments”). Therefore, the funding
and consultation requirements of this
Executive Order would not apply.
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Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995

This NPRM does not impose an
unfunded mandate under the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995. It does
not result in costs of $100 million or
more, in the aggregate, to any of the
following: State, local, or Native
American tribal governments, or the
private sector. This NPRM is the least
burdensome alternative that achieves
the objective of the rule.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This NPRM does not contain
information collection requirements
covered by 5 CFR Part 1320 (specifically
5 CFR 1320.3(c)) in that appellants
choose the information to be provided
in their appeal and may choose to
interpret the collection of information
differently.

Regulation Identifier Number (RIN)

The Department of Transportation
assigns a regulation identifier number
(RIN) to each regulatory action listed in
the Unified Agenda of Federal
Regulations. The Regulatory Information
Service Center publishes the Unified
Agenda in April and October of each
year. The RIN number is contained in
the heading of this document to cross-
reference this action with the Unified
Agenda.

List of Subjects in 46 CFR Part 205

Administrative practice and
procedure, Government contracts.

Accordingly, 46 CFR part 205 is
proposed to be revised to read as
follows:

PART 205—AUDIT APPEALS; POLICY
AND PROCEDURE

Sec.

205.1
205.2
205.3

Purpose.

Policy.

Procedure.

205.4 Finality of decisions.

205.5 Contracts containing disputes article.

Authority: Sec. 204, 49 Stat. 1987, 1998,
2004, 2011; 46 U.S.C. 1114, 1155, 1176, 1212.

§205.1 Purpose.

This part establishes the policy and
procedure for parties to use when
seeking redress and appeals of decisions
involving contracts with the Maritime
Subsidy Board or The Maritime
Administration (MARAD, we, our, or
us). A party to a contract (you or your)
may appeal MARAD’s findings,
interpretations, or decisions of annual
or special audits.

§205.2 Policy.

If you disagree with audit findings
and fail to settle any differences with
the appropriate Office Director, you may
ask the appropriate office Associate
Administrator to review the audit
findings. If you disagree with the
Associate Administrator, you may
appeal to the Maritime Administrator
(Administrator).

§205.3 Procedure.

(a) You must submit your appeal in
writing to the Administrator within 6
months following the date of the
document notifying you of the audit
findings, interpretations, or decisions.
However, the Administrator may, at his

discretion, extend this time limitation in
the case of extenuating circumstances.

(b) We will notify you, in writing, if
you must submit additional facts for our
consideration of the appeal. We will
notify you, in writing, once the
Maritime Administrator has made a
decision regarding your appeal.

§205.4 Finality of decisions.

The Administrator’s decision will be
final on all questions of fact involved in
the appeal, unless:

(a) Otherwise determined by the
Secretary of Transportation pursuant to
49 CFR 1.43(a); or

(b) A court of competent jurisdiction
determines the findings to have been
fraudulent, capricious, arbitrary, so
grossly erroneous as necessarily to
imply bad faith, or not supported by
substantial evidence.

§205.5 Contracts containing disputes
article.

When a contract contains a disputes
article, the disputes article will govern
the bases for negotiating disputes
regarding audit findings, interpretations,
or decisions made by MARAD and any
appeals.

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.

Dated: November 13, 2000.

Joel C. Richard,

Secretary, Maritime Administration.

[FR Doc. 00-29386 Filed 11-15—00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P
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AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT

Senior Executive Service: Membership
of Performance Review Board

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Performance Review
Board will initiate their labors on or
about November 15, 2000. The
following persons are members of the
Performance Review Board for 2000.
Members:

Corbett Flannery, Chair

Robert Lester, SES Member

Elmer S. Owens, SES Member
Roxann A. Van Dusen, SES Member
Lois E. Hartman, Public Member
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Anne Conboy, 202—-712-5438.

Dated: November 7, 2000.
Henry W. Reynolds,

Executive Secretary, Executive Resources
Board.

[FR Doc. 00—29390 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6116-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Supplemental to Final Environmental
Impact Statement for Uncompahgre
National Forest Travel Plan; Grand
Mesa, Uncompahgre and Gunnison
National Forests; Montrose, Gunnison,
Mesa, San Miguel, Ouray, Hinsdale,
and San Juan Counties, Colorado

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice of Intent to Prepare a
Supplement to the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) in conjunction
with an amendment of the land and
resource management plan for the
Grand Mesa, Uncompahgre and
Gunnison National Forests.

SUMMARY: Over a six-year period the
Forest Service, working with the public,

developed the Uncompahgre National
Forest Travel Plan and decision. The
process included 38 open public
meetings, a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement, a Final Environmental
Impact Statement and a Record of
Decision finally published in April of
2000 (published notices 62 FR 25162—
25163, 63 FR 49911, 65 FR 26198). The
Uncompahgre Travel Plan Decision of
April 2000 was reversed on appeal. The
issue of Forest Plan compliance with the
standard for Habitat Capability was
raised in the appeal. In his reversal
decision, Deputy Regional Forester Tom
Thompson instructed the Forest
Supervisor to ‘“promptly begin a new
decisionmaking process’ incorporating
a “procedural remedy of the NEPA/
NFMA flaw” discovered through the
appeal. NEPA is the National
Environmental Policy Act, which
requires Environmental Analyses of
proposed Federal actions; NFMA is the
National Forest Management Act, which
establishes Forest Plans.

The Forest Service will prepare a
supplement to the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS) for the
Uncompahgre National Forest Travel
Plan. The supplement will examine a
proposed amendment to the Land and
Resource Management Plan for the
Grand Mesa, Uncompahgre, Gunnison
National Forests (GMUG) to
accommodate departure from the Forest
Plan standards for Habitat Capability for
an Uncompahgre Travel Plan Decision.
Alternatives will be considered,
including the No Action Alternative.

Public Participation: Scoping is not a
required part of the preparation of a
Supplement to an EIS. However limited
scoping was conducted, with a
comment period from mid September
through October 20, 2000. There was an
open public meeting at the Montrose
Pavilion on September 27, to discuss
this proposal.

ADDRESSES: To be included on the
mailing list to receive copies of the Draft
Supplement to the FEIS please send
your address to: Uncompahgre Travel
Plan, GMUG National Forests, 2250
Highway 50, Delta, CO 81416.

Responsible Official: Robert L. Storch,
Forest Supervisor of the Grand Mesa,
Uncompahgre and Gunnison National
Forests, 2250 Highway 50, Delta, CO.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jeff
Burch, Project Leader, at (970) 874—
6600.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: We expect
to file a draft supplement to the final
environmental impact statement with
the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) and make it available for public
comment on December 2000. At that
time, the EPA will publish a notice of
availability for the DSEIS in the Federal
Register. The comment period on the
DSEIS will be 60 days from the date the
EPA publishes the notice of availability
in the Federal Register. The agency
expects to file a final SEIS in April
2001.

The Forest Service believes, at this
early stage, it is important to give
reviewers notice of several court rulings
related to public participation in the
environmental review process. First,
reviewers of the DSEIS must participate
in the environmental review of the
proposal in such a way that their
participation is meaning full and alerts
an agency to the reviewer’s position and
contentions; Vermont Yankee Nuclear
Power Corp. v. NRDC. 435 U.S. 519, 553
(1978). Is very important that those
interested in this proposed action
participate by the close of the 60 day
comment period that will be provided
for public review of the Draft
Supplement to the EIS, so that
substantive comments and objections
are made available to the Forest Service
at a time when it can meaningfully
consider them and respond to them in
the FSEIS.

To assist the Forest Service in
identifying and considering issues and
concerns relating to the proposed
actions, comments on the DSEIS should
be as specific as possible. It is also
helpful if comments refer to specific
pages or chapters of the draft statement.
Comments may also address the
adequacy of the DSEIS or the merits of
the alternatives formulated and
discussed in the statements. In
addressing these points, reviewers may
wish to refer to the Council on
Environmental Quality Regulations for
implementing the procedural provisions
of the National Environmental Policy
Act at 40 CFR 1503.3.

After the comment period on the
DSEIS ends, comments will be
analyzed, considered, and responded to
by the Forest Service in preparing the
Final Supplemental EIS. The FSEIS is
scheduled to be completed in April
2001. The responsible official will
consider the comments, responses,
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environmental consequences discussed
in the FSEIS, and applicable laws,
regulations, and policies in making
decisions regarding these revisions. The
responsible official will document the
decisions and reasons for the decisions
in a Record of Decision. The decision
will be subject to appeal in accordance
with 36 CFR 215.

Dated: October 30, 2000.
Robert L. Storch,
Forest Supervisor, Grand Mesa, Uncompahgre
and Gunnison National Forests, Rocky
Mountain Region, USDA Forest Service.
[FR Doc. 00-29283 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Gold/Boulder/Sullivan, Kootenai
National Forest, Lincoln County,
Montana

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of revision of intent to
prepare an environmental impact
statement.

SUMMARY: The USDA—Forest Service is
revising its notice of intent to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for the
Gold/Boulder/Sullivan Project, as
described in the Federal Register dated
March 24, 2000 (Vol. 65, No. 58, Pages
15892—15895), due to the following
major changes:

1. The filing of the DEIS will be
delayed more than six months, and

2. There will be changes to the
Proposed Action

The delay and changes are
attributable to wildfires that occurred in
the Gold/Boulder/Sullivan Project Area
during August 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Contact Ron
Komac, Acting NEPA Coordinator,
Rexford Ranger District, Phone (406)
296-7130.

Dated: November 7, 2000.
Bob Castaneda,
Forest Supervisor, Kootenai National Forest.
[FR Doc. 00-29387 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Grain Inspection, Packers and
Stockyards Administration

Advisory Committee Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of section
10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92—463), notice
is hereby given of the following
committee meeting:

Name: Grain Inspection Advisory
Committee.

Dates: November 28-29, 2000.

Place: Crystal City Marriott, 1999 Jefferson
Davis Highway, Arlington, Virginia.

Time: 8 am-5 pm on November 28 and 8
am-11:30 am on November 29, 2000.

Purpose: To provide advice to the
Administrator of the Grain Inspection,
Packers and Stockyards Administration
(GIPSA) with respect to the implementation
of the U.S. Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 71
et seq.).

The agenda includes a review and
discussion of GIPSA’s financial status,
wheat dockage proposal,
reauthorization, biotechnology, research
initiatives, standardization and training
services for the grain industry,
certification of producers and grain
elevators, and other related issues
concerning the delivery of grain
inspection and weighing services to
American agriculture.

Public participation will be limited to
written statements, unless permission is
received from the Committee Chairman
to orally address the Committee.
Persons, other than members, who wish
to address the Committee or submit
written statements before or after the
meeting, should contact the
Administrator, GIPSA, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, 1400 Independence
Avenue, SW., STOP 3601, Washington,
DC 20250-3601, telephone (202) 720—
0219 or FAX (202) 205-9237.

The meeting will be open to the
public. Persons with disabilities who
require alternative means of
communication of program information
or related accommodations should
contact Marianne Plaus, telephone (202)
690-3460 or FAX (202) 205-9237.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
David R. Shipman,

Acting Administrator, Grain Inspection,
Packers and Stockyards Administration.

[FR Doc. 00—29474 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-EN-U

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-570-808; A—583-810]

Revocation of Antidumping Duty
Orders: Chrome-Plated Lug Nuts From
the People’s Republic of China and
Taiwan

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce

ACTION: Notice of revocation of
antidumping duty orders: chrome-
plated lug nuts from the People’s
Republic of China and Taiwan.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 751(c) of
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (‘“the
Act”’), the United States International
Trade Commission (‘“‘the Commission”)
determined that revocation of the
antidumping duty orders on chrome-
plated lug nuts from the People’s
Republic of China (“China”) and
Taiwan is not likely to lead to
continuation or recurrence of material
injury to an industry in the United
States within a reasonably foreseeable
time. See 65 FR 66558 (November 6,
2000). Therefore, pursuant to section
751(d)(2) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.222(i)(1), the Department of
Commerce (“‘the Department”) is
revoking the antidumping duty orders
on chrome-plated lug nuts from China
and Taiwan. Pursuant to section
751(c)(6)(A)(iv) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.222(1)(2), the effective date of
revocation is January 1, 2000.
EFFECTIVE DATE: ]anuary 1, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Martha V. Douthit or James P. Maeder,
Office of Policy for Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482-5050 or (202) 482—
3330, respectively.

Background

On August 2, 1999, the Department
initiated, and the Commission
instituted, sunset reviews of the
antidumping duty orders on chrome-
plated lug nuts from China and Taiwan,
pursuant to section 751(c) of the Act.?
As aresult of the reviews, the
Department found that revocation of the
antidumping duty orders would be
likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of dumping and notified the
Commission of the magnitude of the
margins likely to prevail were the
antidumping orders revoked.2

On November 6, 2000, the
Commission determined, pursuant to
section 751(c) of the Act, that revocation
of the antidumping duty orders on
chrome-plated lug nuts from China and
Taiwan would not likely lead to
continuation or recurrence of material
injury to an industry in the United
States within a reasonably foreseeable
time. See Chrome-Plated Lug Nuts from
China and Taiwan, 65 FR 66558
(November 6, 2000) and USITC

1See Initiation of Five-Year (‘“Sunset’’) Reviews;
64 FR 41915 (August 2, 1999), and Chrome-Plated
Lug Nuts from China and Taiwan, 64 FR 41949
(August 2, 1999).

2 See Chrome-Plated Lug Nuts From the People’s
Republic of Chin and Taiwan; Final Results of
Antidumping Duty Sunset Reviews: 65 FR 11762
(March 6, 2000).
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Publication 3362, Investigations Nos.
731-TA—474 and 475 (Review) (October
2000).

Scope of the Orders

The products covered by these orders
are one-piece and two-piece chrome-
plated and nickel-plated lug nuts from
China and Taiwan. The subject
merchandise includes chrome-plated
and nickel-plated lug nuts, finished or
unfinished, which are more than Vs
inches (17.45 millimeters) in height and
which have a hexagonal size of at least

3/ inches (19.05 millimeters) but not
over one inch (25.4 millimeters), plus or
minus %se of an inch (1.59 millimeters).
The term “unfinished” refers to
unplated and/or unassembled chrome-
plated lug nuts. The subject
merchandise is used for securing wheels
to cars, vans, trucks, utility vehicles,
and trailers. Excluded from the orders
are zinc-plated lug nuts, finished or
unfinished, stainless steel capped lug
nuts, and chrome-plated lock nuts. The
merchandise covered by the orders
currently classifiable under item

7318.16.00 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States
(“HTSUS”). Although the HTSUS
subheading is provided for convenience
and customs purposes, the written
description of the subject merchandise
remains dispositive.

The Department has made several
scope rulings on the subject
merchandise from China and Taiwan.
The following products were
determined to be within the scope of the
order:

Product within scope

Importer

Citation

Certain hex size nuts

Certain nickel-plated lug nuts

Imported zinc-plated lug nuts-chrome-plated in
the United States.

Consolidated International
Consolidated International Automative, Inc
Wheel PIUS, INC. ..oooovveeiciie e

59 FR 54888
62 FR 9176
63 FR 59544

Determination

As aresult of the determination by the
Commission that revocation of these
antidumping duty orders is not likely to
lead to continuation or recurrence of
material injury to an industry in the
United States, the Department, pursuant
to section 751(d)(2) of the Act and 19
CFR 351.222(i)(1), is revoking the
antidumping duty orders on chrome-
plated lug nuts from China and Taiwan.
Pursuant to section 751(c)(6)(A)@iv) of
the Act and 19 CFR 351.222(i)(2)(ii), this
revocation is effective January 1, 2000.

The Department will instruct the
Customs Service to discontinue the
suspension of liquidation and collection
of cash deposit rates on entries of the
subject merchandise entered or
withdrawn from warehouse on or after
January 1, 2000 (the effective date). The
Department will complete any pending
administrative reviews of these orders
and will conduct administrative reviews
of subject merchandise entered prior to
the effective date of revocation in
response to appropriately filed requests
for review.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
Troy H. Cribb,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 00-29407 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-580-843]

Notice of Final Determination of Sales
at Not Less Than Fair Value:
Expandable Polystyrene Resins from
the Republic of Korea

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16, 2000.
ACTION: Notice of final determination of
sales at not less than fair value.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Valerie Ellis or David Layton, at (202)
482-2336 or (202) 482-0371,
respectively; Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, D.C. 20230.

The Applicable Statute and Regulations

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (the Act), are references to the
provisions effective January 1, 1995, the
effective date of the amendments made
to the Act by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (URAA). In addition,
unless otherwise indicated, all citations
to the Department of Commerce (the
Department) regulations are to 19 CFR
Part 351 (1999).

Final Determination

We determine that expandable
polystyrene resin (EPS) from the
Republic of Korea (Korea) is not being
sold, nor is likely to be sold, in the
United States at less than fair value
(LTFV), as provided in section 735 of
the Act. The estimated margins of sales

at not LTFV are shown in the
“Termination of Liquidation” section of
this notice.

Case History

The preliminary determination in this
investigation was issued on June 20,
2000. See Notice of Preliminary
Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value and Postponement of Final
Determination: Certain Expandable
Polystyrene Resins From the Republic of
South Korea, 65 FR 39351 (June 26,
2000). The investigation covers two
manufacturers/exporters: Shinho
Petrochemical Co., Ltd. (Shinho) and
Cheil Industries Incorporated (Cheil).
Both of these companies are located in
Seoul, Korea.

The Department verified the
responses of Cheil Industries
Incorporated in Seoul, South Korea from
August 21, 2000 to August 25, 2000;
Shinho Petrochemical Co., Ltd. in
Seoul, South Korea from August 28,
2000 to September 1, 2000; Samsung
America Incorporated (SAI), Cheil’s
affiliated importer, at Ridgefield Park,
New Jersey from September 27, 2000 to
September 28, 2000; and Cheil’s Los
Angeles branch and the division of
Samsung America, Incorporated located
in the same building, in La Mirada City,
California, on September 29, 2000.

Scope of Investigation

For purposes of this investigation, the
products covered includes EPS in
primary forms; namely, raw material or
resin manufactured in the form of
polystyrene beads, whether of regular
(shape) type or modified (block) type,
regardless of specification, having a
weighted-average molecular weight of
between 160,000 and 260,000,
containing from 3 to 7 percent blowing
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agents, and having bead sizes ranging
from 0.4 mm to 3 mm. Specifically
excluded from the scope of this
investigation are off-grade, off-
specification expandable polystyrene
resins. The covered merchandise is
found in the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (HTSUS)
subheading 3903.11.00.00. Although
this HTSUS subheading is provided for
convenience and customs purposes, the
written description of the merchandise
is dispositive.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in the case and
rebuttal briefs by parties to this
investigation, as well as certain other
findings by the Department which are
listed in an appendix to this notice, are
addressed in the “Issues and Decision
Memorandum for the Final
Determination in the Antidumping Duty
Investigation of Expandable Polystyrene
Resins from South Korea” (Decision
Memorandum), from Holly A. Kuga,
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary,
Import Administration, to Troy H.
Cribb, Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration, dated November 8,
2000, which is hereby adopted by this
notice. A list of issues which parties
have raised and to which we have
responded, all of which are in the
Decision Memorandum, is attached to
this notice as an appendix. Parties can
find a complete discussion of all issues
raised in this investigation and the
corresponding recommendations in this
public memorandum which is on file in
the Central Records Unit, Room B—099
of the main Department building and on
the Web at: www.ia.ita.doc.gov. The
paper copy and electronic version of the
Decision Memorandum are identical in
content.

Changes Since the Preliminary
Determination

Based on our analysis of comments
received, we have made changes in the
margin calculations for both companies
under review. These changes are
discussed in the relevant sections of the
Decision Memo.

Termination of Suspension of
Liquidation

Pursuant to section 735(c)(2) of the
Act, we are instructing Customs to
terminate suspension of liquidation of
all entries of EPS from South Korea that
are entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse, for consumption on or after
June 26, 2000, the date of publication of
the preliminary determination. The
Customs Service shall refund any cash
deposit and release any bond or other

security previously posted in
connection with this case.

We determine that the following de
minimis weighted-average dumping
margins exist for October 1, 1998,
through September 30, 1999:

Weighted
Average
Manufacturer/Exporter Margin
(percent)
Cheil Industries Incorporated ... 0.82
Shinho Petrochemical Co. ........ 0.83

ITC Notification

In accordance with section 735(d) of
the Act, we have notified the
International Trade Commission (ITC) of
our determination. As our final
determination is negative, this
proceeding is terminated and all
securities posted will be refunded.

Notification to Interested Parties

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective order (APO) of their
responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305. Timely
notification of return/destruction of
APO materials or conversion to judicial
protective order is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and the terms of an APO isa
sanctionable violation.

This determination is issued and
published in accordance with sections
735(d) and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: November 8, 2000.
Joseph A. Spetrini,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

Appendix
Issues Covered in Decision Memorandum

I. General Issues

1. Allegations of Mexican Transshipments

2. Using Monthly Averaging Groups in
Place of Annual Averages to Calculate
Normal Value

II. Issues Specific to Cheil Industries, Inc.
(Cheil)

3. Gonstructed Export Price Offset

4. Duty Drawback

5. Credit Expense—Home Market Interest
Rate

6. Reclassification of Certain Sales from
Constructed Export Price to Export Price

7. General & Administrative Expense

8. Inclusion of Import Duties in the Cost of
Manufacture

III. Issues Specific to Shinho Petrochemical
Co., Ltd (Shinho)

9. Credit Expense

10. Gain on Foreign Currency Translation

[FR Doc. 00-29405 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-560-810]

Notice of Final Determination of Sales
at Less Than Fair Value: Certain
Expandable Polystyrene Resins From
Indonesia

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles Riggle at (202) 482—0650 or
David Layton at (202) 482—-0371, AD/
CVD Enforcement, Office V, Group I,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, Room 1870, 14th Street
and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20230.

The Applicable Statute and Regulations

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the statute are references to
the provisions effective January 1, 1995,
the effective date of the amendments
made to the Tariff Act of 1930 (the Act)
by the Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(URAA). In addition, unless otherwise
indicated, all citations to the
Department of Commerce (the
Department) regulations refer to the
regulations codified at 19 CFR Part 351
(2000).

Final Determination

We determine that certain expandable
polystyrene resins from Indonesia are
being sold, or are likely to be sold, in
the United States at less than fair value
(LTFV), as provided in section 735 of
the Act. The estimated margins of sales
at LTFV are shown in the Suspension of
Liquidation section of this notice.

Case History

The preliminary determination in this
investigation was issued on June 20,
2000. See Notice of Preliminary
Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value: Certain Expandable
Polystyrene Resins From Indonesia, 65
FR 39349 (June 26, 2000) (Preliminary
Determination). No briefs were filed in
this investigation.

On August 3, 2000, the Department
published a Federal Register notice
postponing the deadline for the final
determination until no later than
November 8, 2000. See Notice of
Postponement of Final Antidumping
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Duty Determination: Certain
Expandable Polystyrene Resins from
Indonesia, 65 FR 47713 (August 3,
2000).

Scope of Investigation

The scope of this investigation
includes certain expandable polystyrene
resins in primary forms; namely, raw
material or resin manufactured in the
form of polystyrene beads, whether of
regular (shape) type or modified (block)
type, regardless of specification, having
a weighted-average molecular weight of
between 160,000 and 260,000,
containing from 3 to 7 percent blowing
agents, and having bead sizes ranging
from 0.4 mm to 3 mm.

Specifically excluded from the scope
of this investigation are off-grade, off-
specification expandable polystyrene
resins.

The covered merchandise is found in
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (HTSUS) subheading
3903.11.00.00. Although this HTSUS
subheading is provided for convenience
and customs purposes, the written
description of the merchandise is
dispositive.

Period of Investigation

The period of investigation is October
1, 1998, through September 30, 1999.

Facts Available

In the preliminary determination, the
Department based the dumping margin
for the mandatory respondent, PT Risjad
Brasali Styrindo (Brasali), on facts
otherwise available, pursuant to section
776(a)(2)(A) of the Act. The use of facts
otherwise available was required
because the record did not contain
company-specific information, given the
respondent’s failure to respond to the
Department’s antidumping
questionnaire. For purposes of the
preliminary determination, the
Department also found that Brasali
failed to cooperate by not acting to the
best of its ability to comply with the
Department’s request for information,
pursuant to section 776(b), and
determined to use an adverse inference
in selecting from among the facts
otherwise available. Specifically, the
Department assigned to the mandatory
respondent the highest margin alleged
in the petition, which was corroborated
as required by section 776(c) of the Act.
See Preliminary Determination.
Following the preliminary
determination, interested parties did not
file any comment and have not objected
to the Department’s decision to use
adverse facts available for the
mandatory respondent in this
investigation, or to the Department’s

choice of facts available. Accordingly,
for the reasons discussed in the
Preliminary Determination, for this final
determination the Department is
continuing to use the highest margin
alleged by the petitioners for the
mandatory respondent in this
proceeding. In addition, the Department
has left unchanged from the preliminary
determination the “All Others Rate” in
this investigation, which is the average
of all the rates provided in the petition.

Continuation of Suspension of
Liquidation

In accordance with section
735(c)(1)(B) of the Act, we are directing
the Customs Service to continue to
suspend all entries of expandable
polystyrene resins from Indonesia, that
are entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse, for consumption on or after
June 26, 2000, the date of publication of
our preliminary determination. The
Customs Service shall require a cash
deposit or bond equal to the dumping
margin, as indicated in the chart below.
These instructions suspending
liquidation will remain in effect until
further notice. The dumping margins are
provided below:

Margin
Manufacturer/exporter (percent)
PT Risjad Brasali Styrindo ....... 96.65
All Others ......cccooveviiniiicee 95.79
ITC Notification

In accordance with section 735(d) of
the Act, we have notified the
International Trade Commission (ITC) of
our determination. As our final
determination is affirmative, the ITC
will, within 45 days, determine whether
these imports are materially injuring, or
threaten material injury to, the U.S.
industry. If the ITC determines that
material injury or threat of material
injury does not exist, the proceeding
will be terminated and all securities
posted will be refunded or canceled. If
the ITC determines that such injury
does exist, the Department will issue an
antidumping duty order directing the
Customs Service to assess antidumping
duties on all imports of the subject
merchandise entered, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption on or
after the effective date of the suspension
of liquidation.

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective order (APO) of their
responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305. Timely
notification of return/destruction of

APO materials or conversion to judicial
protective order is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and the terms of an APO is a
sanctionable violation.

This determination is issued and
published pursuant to sections 735(d)
and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: November 8, 2000.
Joseph A. Spetrini,

Acting Assistant Secretary, for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 00—-29406 Filed 11-15—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Coastal Zone Management: Federal
Consistency Appeal by Ricardo
Ramirez by an Objection by the Puerto
Rico Planning Board

ACTION: Dismissal of appeal.

By letter dated April 6, 1999, Ricardo
Ramirez (Appellant) filed with the
Secretary of Commerce a notice of
appeal pursuant to section 307(c)(3)(A)
of the Coastal Zone Management Act.
The appeal is taken from an objection by
the Puerto Rico Planning Board (PRPB)
to the Appellant’s consistency
certification for an Army Corps of
Engineers permit to reconstruct a stilt
house of 47’ by 42'.

The CZMA provides that a timely
objection by a state (including Puerto
Rico) to a consistency certification
precludes any Federal agency from
issuing licenses or permits for the
activity unless the Secretary finds that
the activity is either “consistent with
the objectives of the CZMA (Ground I)
or “necessary in the interest of national
security” (Ground II). Section
307(c)(3)(A). To make such a
determination, the Secretary must find
that the project satisfies the
requirements of 15 CFR 930.121 or
930.122. Generally, the Appellant has
the burden of submitting evidence in
support of his appeal and the burden of
persuasion under both Grounds I and II.

The Federal regulations implementing
the CZMA provide, in part, that the
Secretary may dismiss an appeal for
failure of the Appellant to base the
appeal on Grounds I or II.

In light of Appellant’s failure to
describe the way in which the proposed
activity is either (1) consistent with the
objectives or purposes of the CZMA or
(2) necessary in the interest of national
security, the appeal has been dismissed.
The Appellant is barred from filing
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another appeal from the Puerto Rico
Planning Board’s objection to his
original consistency certification. This
is a final agency action for purposes of
judicial review.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Mary Gray Holt, Attorney-Adviser,
Office of the Assistant General Counsel
for Ocean Services, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 1305 East-
West Highway, Room 6111, Silver
Spring, MD 20910, 301-713-2967.
[Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog No.
11.419 Coastal Zone Management Program
Assistance]

Dated: November 2, 2000.
Craig O’Connor,
Acting General Counsel.
[FR Doc. 00—29388 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-08-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[1.D. 091300A]

Small Takes of Marine Mammals
Incidental to Specified Activities;
Explosives Testing at Eglin Air Force
Base, FL

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of withdrawal of a
request for a small take exemption
authorization.

SUMMARY: On October 26, 2000, NMFS
was notified by the U.S. Air Force that
it was withdrawing its request for an
authorization under the Marine
Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) to take
small numbers of bottlenose and spotted
dolphins, by harassment, incidental to
explosive testing of obstacle and mine
clearance systems at Eglin Air Force
Base, FL (Eglin).

ADDRESSES: A copy of the application
and/or letter of withdrawal may be
obtained by writing to Donna Wieting,
Chief, Marine Mammal Conservation
Division, Office of Protected Resources,
NMFS, 1315 East-West Highway, Silver
Spring, MD 20910, or by telephoning
the contact listed here.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth Hollingshead 301-713-2055
ext. 128.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On August
6, 2000, NMFS received a small take

application, under section 101(a)(5)(D)
of the MMPA, from the U.S. Air Force

at Eglin Air Force Base, FL. The Air
Force, in cooperation with the Naval
Surface Warfare Center-Coastal Systems
Station, U.S. Navy, requested, on that
date, an authorization to take, by
harassment and non-serious injury,
bottlenose dolphins (Tursiops
truncatus), and spotted dolphins
(Stenella frontalis), incidental to
explosive testing of an obstacle
clearance system at Eglin. Eglin is
located in the Florida Panhandle
approximately midway between the
cities of Pensacola and Panama City, FL.
The location of the proposed action is
on the beach areas on Santa Rosa Island,
approximately 27 kilometers (17 mi)
west of Destin, FL.

A notice of receipt of the application
and proposed incidental harassment
authorization (IHA) under the MMPA
was published on October 20, 2000 (65
FR 63059), and a 30-day public
comment period was provided on the
application and proposed authorization.
Please refer to that document for
additional information on the Air Force
request.

On October 26, 2000, NMFS received
a letter from the Air Force at Eglin
noting that the U.S. Navy does not
support the acoustic modeling that was
performed for the Biological Assessment
under section 7 of the Endangered
Species Act or the application for an
IHA; in particular, a marine mammal
injury threshold criterion of 5 pounds/
inch2-milliseconds. The Navy believes
that the methodologies and criteria
developed by acousticians, energetic
scientists, and independent scientific
review for the SEAWOLF ship shock
trial (63 FR 66069, December 1, 1998),
as updated in the shock trial of the USS
WINSTON CHURCHILL (65 FR 11542,
March 3, 2000), are the appropriate
means to establish harassment to marine
mammals. As a result, the Air Force has
requested NMFS to withdraw the
application. The Air Force will inform
NMEFS if the Navy requests to use Eglin
to conduct this or other tests in the
future.

Dated: November 6, 2000.
Phil Williams,

Acting Deputy Director, Office of protected
Resourses, National marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 00-29413 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE: 3510-22-S

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[1.D. 110800D)]

Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Recordkeeping and
Reporting Requirements; Public
Workshops

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of workshops.

SUMMARY: NMFS, Alaska Region, and
the U.S. Coast Guard North Pacific
Regional Fisheries Training Center will
present workshops on the 2001
recordkeeping and reporting
requirements for the Alaska groundfish
fisheries.

DATES: See SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
under the heading, “Meeting Dates and
Addresses,” for dates the workshops
will be held.

ADDRESSES: See SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION under the heading,
“Meeting Dates and Addresses,” for
meeting addresses.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patsy A. Bearden, 907-586-7008.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
workshops will include discussion of
proposed 2001 changes to the
recordkeeping and reporting
requirements for Alaska groundfish
fisheries along with instructions for
completion and submittal of the
required forms and logsheets.
Suggestions and feedback on existing
procedures are welcome.

Meeting Dates and Addresses

1. November 17, 2000, 10 a.m. to 12
noon Pacific standard time—FISH
EXPO, Washington State Trade and
Convention Center, Room 310, Seattle,
WA.

2. December 4, 2000, 9 a.m to 11 a.m.
for vessels, 12:30 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. for
shoreside processors, Alaska local
time—Anchorage Federal Building,
Room 154, 222 West Seventh Avenue,
Anchorage, AK.

3. January 4, 2001, 9 a.m. to 11 a.m.
for vessels, 12:30 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. for
shoreside processors, Pacific standard
time—NOAA Western Regional Center,
7600 Sandpoint Way, N.E., Building 9,
Room A/B, Seattle, WA.

4. January 16, 2001, 9 a.m. to 11 a.m.
for vessels, 12:30 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. for
shoreside processors, Alaska local
time—U.S. Coast Guard Base, North
Pacific Regional Fisheries Training
Center, Kodiak, AK.
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5. January 18, 2001, 9 a.m. to 11 a.m.
for vessels, Alaska local time—Unalaska
City Hall, Council Chambers, Unalaska,
AK.

6. January 19, 2001, 9 a.m. to 11 a.m.
for shoreside processors, Alaska local
time—Unalaska City Hall, Council
Chambers, Unalaska, AK.

Special Accommodations

These workshops will be physically
accessible to people with disabilities.
Requests for sign language
interpretation or other auxiliary aids
should be directed to Patsy Bearden (see
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT) at
least 7 working days prior to the
meeting date.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
Bruce C. Morehead,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 00-29414 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE: 3510-22 -S

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of Import Restraint Limits
for Certain Cotton, Wool, Man-Made
Fiber, Silk Blend and Other Vegetable
Fiber Textiles and Textile Products
Produced or Manufactured in Macau

November 9, 2000.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs increasing
limits.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ross
Arnold, International Trade Specialist,
Office of Textiles and Apparel, U.S.
Department of Commerce, (202) 482—
4212. For information on the quota
status of these limits, refer to the Quota
Status Reports posted on the bulletin
boards of each Customs port, call (202)
927-5850, or refer to the U.S. Customs
website at http://www.customs.gov. For
information on embargoes and quota re-
openings, call (202) 482-3715.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The current limits for certain
categories are being increased for
carryforward.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the

CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 64 FR 71982,
published on December 22, 1999). Also
see 64 FR 70222, published on
December 16, 1999.

Richard B. Steinkamp,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

November 9, 2000.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on December 10, 1999, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
concerns imports of certain cotton, wool,
man-made fiber, silk blend and other
vegetable fiber textiles and textile products,
produced or manufactured in Macau and
exported during the period which began on
January 1, 2000 and extends through
December 31, 2000.

Effective on November 16, 2000, you are
directed to increase the limits for the
following categories, as provided for under
the Uruguay Round Agreement on Textiles
and Clothing:

Category Adjusted limit1

Levels in Group |

336/836 94,038 dozen.
338 ...... 495,763 dozen.
339 ... 2,056,211 dozen.
340 .o 479,694 dozen.

308,432 dozen.
141,059 dozen.

345 e, 86,254 dozen.
347/348/847 1,150,548 dozen.
350/850 98,199 dozen.
351/851 107,398 dozen.
359-C/659-C2 ........ 589,203 kilograms.
638/639/838 ............. 2,522,327 dozen.
642/842 .. 186,270 dozen.
647/648 .......ccveene... 839,301 dozen.
Group I

400-431, 433-438,
440-448, 459pt. 3,
464 and 469pt. 4,
as a group.

Sublevel in Group I

445/446 ........ccueeenn

1,717,544 square me-
ters equivalent.

94,293 dozen.

1The limits have not been adjusted to ac-
count for any imports exported after December

31, 1999.

2Category 359-C: only HTS numbers
6103.42.2025, 6103.49.8034, 6104.62.1020,
6104.69.8010, 6114.20.0048, 6114.20.0052,
6203.42.2010, 6203.42.2090, 6204.62.2010,
6211.32.0010, 6211.32.0025 and
6211.42.0010; Category 659-C: only HTS
numbers 6103.23.0055, 6103.43.2020,
6103.43.2025, 6103.49.2000, 6103.49.8038,
6104.63.1020, 6104.63.1030, 6104.69.1000,
6104.69.8014, 6114.30.3044, 6114.30.3054,
6203.43.2010, 6203.43.2090, 6203.49.1010,
6203.49.1090, 6204.63.1510, 6204.69.1010,
6210.10.9010, 6211.33.0010, 6211.33.0017
and 6211.43.0010.

3 Category 459pt.: all HTS numbers except
6405.20.6030, 6405.20.6060, 6405.20.6090,
6406.99.1505 and 6406.99.1560.

4 Category 469pt.: all HTS numbers except
5601.29.0020, 5603.94.1010 and
6406.10.9020.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Richard B. Steinkamp,
Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 00-29363 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND
COMMUNITY SERVICE

Proposed New Information Collection;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Corporation for National and
Community Service.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Corporation for National
and Community Service (hereinafter the
“Corporation”), as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, conducts a pre-
clearance consultation program to
provide the general public and Federal
agencies with an opportunity to
comment on proposed and/or
continuing collections of information in
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA95) (44
U.S.C. 3506(c)(2)(A)). This program
helps to ensure that requested data can
be provided in the desired format,
reporting burden (time and financial
resources) is minimized, collection
instruments are clearly understood, and
the impact of collection requirement on
respondents can be properly assessed.
This proposed information collection is
available in alternate formats.
Individuals who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TTY/TDD) may call (202) 606—-5256
between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 4:30
p.m. Eastern time, Monday through
Friday.

Currently, the Corporation is
soliciting comments concerning its



Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 222/ Thursday, November 16, 2000/ Notices

69289

request for information collection from
schools, higher education institutions,
and community-based organizations
that have received grants through the
federally-funded Learn & Serve America
program. The information will be used
to evaluate the effectiveness of the Learn
& Serve America grants in promoting
the institutionalization of service-
learning activities in the funded
institutions.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted to the office listed in the
ADDRESSES section by January 16, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Send comments to the
Corporation for National and
Community Service, Attn: Mr. Charles
Helfer, Office of Evaluation, 1201 New
York Avenue, NW, Washington, DC,
20525.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles Helfer (202) 606—5000, ext. 248,
or by e-mail at chelfer@cns.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Corporation is particularly interested in
comments which:

» Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the Corporation, including
whether the information will have
practical utility;

» Evaluate the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used;

* Enhance the quality, utility and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

* Minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
are to respond, including through the
use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology,
e.g., permitting electronic submissions
of responses.

Background

The Learn and Serve America
Program was established by the National
and Community Service Trust Act of
1993 (Pub.L. 103-82) to support efforts
in schools, higher education institutions
and community-based organizations to
involve young people in meaningful
service to their communities while
improving academic, civic, social and
career-related skills. The Learn and
Serve America program is administered
by the Corporation and funded through
grants to states, national organizations,
and institutions of higher education,
and through them to individual schools
and school districts, community-based
organizations, and colleges or

universities. The first round of grants
under the Learn and Serve America
program were awarded in 1994.
Approximately 3500 local schools,
colleges, and community-based
organizations receive Learn and Serve
America funds each year.

One of the primary goals of the Learn
and Serve America program is to
promote the expansion of service-
learning opportunities for school and
college-aged youth through the
establishment of programs that will
persist beyond the life of the Learn and
Serve America grant to the institution.
To accomplish this, the Learn and Serve
America program encourages the growth
and expansion of service-learning
within grant-recipient institutions
through the awarding of time-limited (3
year) grants, use of matching fund
requirements for the grants, and through
technical assistance and training for
local grantees.

The purpose of the proposed data
collection is to evaluate the
effectiveness of the Learn and Serve
America grants in promoting the
institutionalization of service-learning
in the grantee institutions and the
degree to which funded programs have
been and are likely to be sustained after
the completion of the grant period. The
evaluation will examine the growth and
current status of service-learning in a
sample of grantees and subgrantees from
two cohorts of grant recipients: those
who were funded in 1994-95, the first
year of Learn and Serve America
funding, and those funded in a second
major round of grant awards in 1997-98.
The information will be used to
determine whether changes need to be
made in current Learn and Serve
America grantmaking policies and
procedures and will help the
Corporation determine the need for
additional strategies (such as provision
of training and technical assistance) to
support institutionalization among its
grantees. Data collection will take place
one time as part of the proposed
evaluation.

Current Collection

The Corporation seeks approval of a
single, multipart survey form that will
be used in the evaluation of the impact
of Learn and Serve America grants on
the institutionalization and
sustainability of service-learning in the
grantee institutions.

The survey will be broken down into
separate parts consisting of : Part I—
Elementary and Secondary School-
based Grantees; Part I—Higher
Education Institutions, and Part III—
Community-based Organizations. Each
Part will include a Section A—short

version, and a Section B—long version.
The three major parts (A, B, and C) are
similar in focus and content, with
variations aimed at addressing specific
characteristics and circumstances at
each type of institution. Each part is
designed to collect information on (a)
the scope and purpose of the original
Learn and Serve America grant; (b)
growth and expansion of specific grant-
related activities; (c) the current
structure and scope of service-learning
at the grantee institution; (d) current
policies and practices supporting
institutionalization of service-learning;
and (e) factors that have supported or
hindered the growth of service-learning
at the institution, including (f) the
specific role and contribution of the
Learn and Serve America grant.

The survey will be administered to a
random sample of approximately 540
grantee institutions that will include
representation of all of the major
funding streams and program types
supported through Learn and Serve
America. The survey will be
administered through a telephone
interview with a representative of each
grantee institution. One half of the
telephone interviews will use the short
version of the survey instrument, aimed
at collecting basic information on the
growth and current status of service-
learning activities and on current
policies and practices supporting
service-learning. The other half of the
interviews will use the longer version of
the survey with additional questions
designed to elicit more detailed
information on the factors that support
or hinder growth of service-learning in
the institution.

The paragraph below summarizes the
characteristics of the proposed data
collection:

Type of Review: New request.

Agency: Corporation for National and
Community Service.

Title: Institutionalization of Learn and
Serve America Programs.

OMB Number: None.

Agency Number: None.

Affected Public: Institutional
recipients of Learn and Serve America
grants: elementary and secondary
schools, higher education institutions,
and community-based organizations.

Total Respondents: Approximately
540.

Frequency: One time.

Average Time Per Response: 45
minutes.

Estimated Total Burden Hours: 405
hours.

Total Burden: (capital /startup): None.

Total Burden Cost: None.
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Dated: November 13, 2000.
Lance Potter,
Director, Office of Evaluation.
[FR Doc. 00-29366 Filed 11-15—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6050-28—P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy

Notice of Intent To Grant Exclusive
Patent Licenses to BTG International,
Inc.

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DOD.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Navy
hereby gives notice of prospective
licenses to BTG International Inc. to the
Government-owned inventions
described in:

U.S. Patent No. 5,932,006 entitled,
“BaF,/GaAs Electronic Components”,
date issued: August 3, 1999.

U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 09/
197,440 entitled, “Gallium Arsenide
Semiconductor Devices Fabricated with
Insulator Layer”, filing date: November
23, 1998, Navy Case No. 79412.

U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 09/
563,740 entitled, ‘“Electronic Devices
With Diffusion Barrier and Process for
Making Same”, filing date: May 3, 2000,
Navy Case No. 82111.

U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 09/
631,121 entitled, “Gallium Arsenide
Semiconductor Devices Fabricated With
Insulator Layer”, filing date: August 2,
2000, Navy Case No. 82528.

DATES: Anyone wishing to object to the
grant of this license must file written
objections along with supporting
evidence, if any, not later than January
16, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Written objections are to be
filed with the Office of Patent Counsel,
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren
Laboratory, CD222, 17320 Dahlgren
Road, VA 22448-5100, telephone (540)
653—8061.

Authority: 35 U.S.C. 207, 37 CFR Part 404.

Dated: November 3, 2000.
J.L. Roth,

Lieutenant Commander, Judge Advocate
General’s Corps, U.S. Navy, Federal Register
Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 00-29389 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810-FF-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.

SUMMARY: The Leader, Regulatory
Information Management Group, Office
of the Chief Information Officer, invites
comments on the proposed information
collection requests as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before January
16, 2001.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35) requires
that the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) provide interested
Federal agencies and the public an early
opportunity to comment on information
collection requests. OMB may amend or
waive the requirement for public
consultation to the extent that public
participation in the approval process
would defeat the purpose of the
information collection, violate State or
Federal law, or substantially interfere
with any agency’s ability to perform its
statutory obligations. The Leader,
Regulatory Information Management
Group, Office of the Chief Information
Officer, publishes that notice containing
proposed information collection
requests prior to submission of these
requests to OMB. Each proposed
information collection, grouped by
office, contains the following: (1) Type
of review requested, e.g. new, revision,
extension, existing or reinstatement; (2)
Title; (3) Summary of the collection; (4)
Description of the need for, and
proposed use of, the information; (5)
Respondents and frequency of
collection; and (6) Reporting and/or
Recordkeeping burden. OMB invites
public comment.

The Department of Education is
especially interested in public comment
addressing the following issues: (1) Is
this collection necessary to the proper
functions of the Department; (2) will
this information be processed and used
in a timely manner; (3) is the estimate
of burden accurate; (4) how might the
Department enhance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and (5) how might the
Department minimize the burden of this
collection on the respondents, including
through the use of information
technology.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
John Tressler,

Leader, Regulatory Information Management,
Office of the Chief Information Officer.

Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services

Type of Review: Revision.

Title: Independent Living Services for
Older Individuals Who are Blind.

Frequency: Annually.

Affected Public: Individuals or
household; Not-for-profit institutions.

Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour
Burden:

Responses: 55.

Burden Hours: 330.

Abstract: The new form will be used
to evaluate and monitor Independent
Living Services for Older Individuals
who are blind related to: (a) the type of
services provided and the number of
persons receiving each type of service,
(b) the amounts and percentage of funds
reported on each type of service
provided.

Requests for copies of the proposed
information collection request may be
accessed from http://edicsweb.ed.gov, or
should be addressed to Vivian Reese,
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue, SW, Room 4050, Regional
Office Building 3, Washington, D.C.
20202-4651. Requests may also be
electronically mailed to the internet
address OCIO_IMG—Issues@ed.gov or
faxed to 202—708-9346. Please specify
the complete title of the information
collection when making your request.
Comments regarding burden and/or the
collection activity requirements should
be directed to Sheila Carey at (202) 708—
6287 or via her internet address
Sheila_Carey@ed.gov. Individuals who
use a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1—
800-877-8339.

[FR Doc. 00-29305 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Department of Education.

SUMMARY: The Leader, Regulatory
Information Management Group, Office
of the Chief Information Officer invites
comments on the submission for OMB
review as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before
December 18, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Attention: Lauren Wittenberg, Acting
Desk Officer, Department of Education,
Office of Management and Budget, 725
17th Street, NW., Room 10235, New
Executive Office Building, Washington,
DC 20503 or should be electronically
mailed to the internet address

Lauren Wittenberg@omb.eop.gov.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35) requires
that the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) provide interested
Federal agencies and the public an early
opportunity to comment on information
collection requests. OMB may amend or
waive the requirement for public
consultation to the extent that public
participation in the approval process
would defeat the purpose of the
information collection, violate State or
Federal law, or substantially interfere
with any agency’s ability to perform its
statutory obligations. The Leader,
Regulatory Information Management
Group, Office of the Chief Information
Officer, publishes that notice containing
proposed information collection
requests prior to submission of these
requests to OMB. Each proposed
information collection, grouped by
office, contains the following: (1) Type
of review requested, e.g. new, revision,
extension, existing or reinstatement; (2)
Title; (3) Summary of the collection; (4)
Description of the need for, and
proposed use of, the information; (5)
Respondents and frequency of
collection; and (6) Reporting and/or
Recordkeeping burden. OMB invites
public comment.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
John Tressler,

Leader, Regulatory Information Management,
Office of the Chief Information Officer.

Office of Educational Research and
Improvement

Type of Review: New.

Title: National Assessment of
Educational Progress (NAEP)
Technology Based Assessment Project,
Pretest and Field Test.

Frequency: Pilot and field test.

Affected Public: Individuals or
household; Not-for-profit institutions;
State, Local, or Tribal Gov’t, SEAs or
LEAs.

Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour
Burden:

Responses: 5,750.

Burden Hours: 1,438.

Abstract: The NAEP Technology
Based Assessment Project (TBA) is
meant to explore the feasibility and best
methods for assessing mathematics and
writing on line. It is also intended to
explore students’ abilities to solve
problems in technology-rich
environments. It is anticipated that in
the future such technology-based
assessments will reduce assessment
burden by allowing, among other things,
for online administration and scoring of
assessment instruments. The pilot study
uses background questions and items

from suitable subject questionnaires,
including questions about computer use
that are currently cleared for other
NAEP studies.

Requests for copies of the proposed
information collection request may be
accessed from http://edicsweb.ed.gov, or
should be addressed to Vivian Reese,
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue, SW, Room 4050, Regional
Office Building 3, Washington, DC
20202—4651. Requests may also be
electronically mailed to the internet
address OCIO__IMG __ Issues@ed.gov or
faxed to 202—-708-9346. Please specify
the complete title of the information
collection when making your request.
Comments regarding burden and/or the
collection activity requirements should
be directed to Kathy Axt at her internet
address Kathy Axt@ed.gov.
Individuals who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—
8339.

[FR Doc. 00-29306 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[CFDA NO.: 84.031H]

Strengthening Institutions (SIP),
American Indian Tribally Controlled
Colleges and Universities (TCCU),
Alaska Native and Native Hawaiian-
Serving Institutions (ANNH) and
Developing Hispanic-Serving
Institutions (HSI) Programs; Notice
Inviting Applications for Designation
as Eligible Institutions for Fiscal Year
(FY) 2001

Purpose of Programs: Under the
Strengthening Institutions, American
Indian Tribally Controlled Colleges and
Universities, and Alaska Native and
Native Hawaiian-Serving Institutions
Programs authorized under Part A of
Title III of the Higher Education Act of
1965, as amended (HEA), institutions of
higher education are eligible to apply
for grants if they meet specific statutory
and regulatory eligibility requirements.
Similarly, HSIs are eligible to apply for
grants under the HSI Program,
authorized under Title V of the HEA, if
they meet specific statutory and
regulatory requirements.

In addition, an institution that is
designated as an eligible institution
under those programs may also receive
a waiver of certain non-Federal share
requirements under the Federal
Supplemental Educational Opportunity
Grant (FSEOG), Federal Work Study
(FWS), and Undergraduate International

Studies and Foreign Language Programs
(UISFLP). These first two programs are
student financial assistance programs
authorized under Title IV of the HEA;
the third program is authorized under
Title VI of the HEA. Qualified
institutions may receive these waivers
even if they are not recipients of grant
funds under the Title III Part A or Title
V programs.

Special Note: To become eligible, your
institution must satisfy a criterion related to
needy student enrollment and one related to
Educational and General (E&G) expenditures
for a particular base year. Because we
changed the collection processes for
determining the thresholds for these criteria,
we do not have base year data beyond 1997—
98. In order to award FY 2001 grants in a
timely manner, we will use threshold data
from base year 1997—-98 rather than a later
base year. In completing your eligibility
application, therefore, you are to use data
from the base year 1997—-98.

Eligible Applicants: To qualify as an
eligible institution under any of the
programs included in this notice, an
accredited institution must, among
other requirements, have a high
enrollment of needy students, and its
E&G expenditures per full-time
equivalent (FTE) undergraduate student
must be low in comparison with the
average E&G expenditures per FTE
undergraduate student of institutions
that offer similar instruction. The
complete eligibility requirements for the
HSI Program are found in 34 CFR 606.2—
606.5, which was published in the
Federal Register of December 15, 1999
(64 FR 70146-70153). The complete
eligibility requirements for the
remaining programs are found in 34
CFR 607.2-607.5, a portion of which
was also amended in the Federal
Register of December 15, 1999 (64 FR
70146, 70153-70155). The regulations
may also be accessed by visiting the
following Department of Education web
site on the World Wide Web:
http:/www.ed.gov/legislation/

FedRegister/finrule/1999-4/

121599a.html

Enrollment of Needy Students: Under
34 CFR 606.3(a) and 607.3(a), an
institution is considered to have a high
enrollment of needy students if—(1) at
least 50 percent of its degree students
received financial assistance under one
or more of the following programs:
Federal Pell Grant, FSEOG, FWS, and
Federal Perkins Loan Programs; or (2)
the percentage of its undergraduate
degree students who were enrolled on at
least a half-time basis and received
Federal Pell Grants exceeded the
median percentage of undergraduate
degree students who were enrolled on at
least a half-time basis and received
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Federal Pell Grants at comparable
institutions that offered similar
instruction.

To qualify under this latter criterion,
an institution’s Federal Pell Grant
percentage for base year 1997—-1998
must be more than the median for its
category of comparable institutions
provided in the table in this notice.

Educational and General
Expenditures Per Full-Time Equivalent
Student: An institution should compare

its 1997-1998 average E&G expenditures
per FTE student to the average E&G
expenditure per FTE student for its
category of comparable institutions
contained in the table in this notice. If
the applicant institution’s E&G
expenditures for the 1997-1998 base
year are less than the average for its
category of comparable institutions, it
meets this eligibility requirement.

An institution’s E&G expenditures are
the total amount it expended during the

base year for instruction, research,
public service, academic support,
student services, institutional support,
operation and maintenance,
scholarships and fellowships, and
mandatory transfers.

The following table identifies the
relevant median Federal Pell Grant
percentages and the relevant average
E&G expenditures per FTE student for
the base year, 1997-98, for the four
categories of comparable institutions:

Median Pell
Type of institution Grant Aver?:gl%E&G

percentage
2-YEAI PUDIC INSHLULIONS 1...iviieiiiiiitieite ettt ettt sttt esbe e e e s te et e s te e st e steessesteensesseeseesseeseesaaeseesaeaseesenreenes 18.0% $7,092
2-year NON-Profit Private INSHIULIONS ........cciiiireiiiieeiiee et e e st e s e e see e e st e e e st e e etae e e snsaeeessseeeessseeeanseeeennseneas 29.9 20,392
4-yEar PUDIIC INSHEULIONS ... ittt ettt e e s bt e e e kbt e e et e e e e eabe e e e abe e e e anbe e e e eabe e e sanbeeesnnneeesnnnas 24.8 17,715
4-year NON-Profit Private INSHIULIONS .......c..eiiiiiieiiie et se e e e e et e e e st e e e sseeeeasaeeessneeesanseeesnnreeesnnnes 24.5 23,162

Waiver Information: Institutions of
higher education that are unable to meet
the needy student enrollment
requirement or the E&G expenditures
requirement may apply to the Secretary
for waivers of these requirements, as
described in 34 CFR 606.3(b), 606.4 (c)
and (d), 607.3(b), and 607.4(c) and (d).
Institutions requesting a waiver of the

needy student or the E&G expenditures
requirement must include the detailed
information as set forth in the
instructions for completing the
application.

The needy student requirement
waiver authority, provided in 34 CFR
606.3(b)(2) and (3) and 607.3(b)(2) and
(3), refers to “low-income” students and
families. The regulations define “low-

income” as an amount that does not
exceed 150 percent of the amount equal
to the poverty level in the 1997-1998
base year as established by the U.S.
Bureau of the Census, 34 CFR 606.3(c)
and 607.3(c). For the purposes of this
waiver provision, the following table
sets forth the low-income levels for the
various sizes of families:

ANNUAL LOW-INCOME LEVELS FOR 1997-98

S Contigﬁous_48_

: : : tates, the District "

Size of family unit of Columbia and Alaska Hawaii

Outlying

TP TPPRRRPRR $11,835 $14,805 $13,605
2 15,915 19,905 18,300
3. 19,995 25,005 22,995
4 .. 24,075 30,105 27,690
5. 28,155 35,205 32,385
6 32,235 40,305 37,080
7 36,315 45,405 41,775
2 ST SUUU RO 40,395 50,505 46,470

For family units with more than eight
members, add the following amount for
each additional family member: $4,080
for the contiguous 48 states, the District
of Columbia and outlying jurisdictions;
$5,100 for Alaska; and $4,695 for
Hawaii.

The figures shown as low-income
levels represent amounts equal to 150
percent of the family income levels
established by the U.S. Bureau of the
Census for determining poverty status.
The Census levels were published by
the U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services in the Federal Register
on March 10, 1997 (62 FR 10856—
10859).

In reference to the waiver option
specified in 606.3(b)(4) and 607.3(b)(4)

of the regulations, information about
“metropolitan statistical areas” may be
obtained by requesting the Metropolitan
Statistical Areas, 1999, order number
PB99-501538, from the National
Technical Information Services,
Document Sales, 5285 Port Royal Road,
Springfield, Virginia 22161, telephone
number 1-800-553-6847. There is a
charge for this publication.

Applications Available: November 30,
2000.

Deadline for Transmittal of
Applications:

» February 2, 2001 for applicant
institutions that wish to apply for fiscal
year 2001 grants under the
Strengthening Institutions, American
Indian Tribally Controlled Colleges and
Universities, Alaska Native and Native

Hawaiian-Serving Institutions, or the
HSI Programs.

* May 25, 2001 for applicant
institutions that wish to apply only for
cost-sharing waivers under the FSEOG,
FWS, or UISFLP Programs.

» February 2, 2001 for applicant
institutions that wish to apply for both
a grant and a waiver of the cost-sharing
requirements.

Electronic Submission of
Applications: For FY 2001, we are again
offering applicant institutions the
option of submitting their Designation
of Eligibility application in hard copy or
sending it electronically to our
eligibility web site:
http://webprod.cbmiweb.com/

title3and5/index.html
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To enter the web site, you must use
your institution’s unique 8-digit
identifier, i.e. your OPE ID number.
Your business office or student financial
aid office should have the OPE ID
number. If your business office or
student financial aid office does not
have that OPE ID number, contact a
Department of Education staff member
using the e-mail address located at the
end of the Web page or the contact
persons’ telephone numbers or e-mail
addresses included in this notice.

You may find more detailed
instructions for completing the form
electronically under the “eligibility
2001” link at either of the following web
sites:
http://www.ed.gov/offices/ OPE/HEP/

idues/title3a.html
http://www.ed.gov/hsi

We encourage applicants to complete
their form electronically and to
complete it as soon as possible. For
institutions of higher education that are
unable to meet the needy student
enrollment requirement or the E&G
expenditure requirement and wish to
request a waiver of one or both of those
requirements, you may complete your
designation application form on-line,
print the form, and attach your narrative
waiver request(s) to the printed form
and mail both to the address in the next
paragraph.

Mail your Designation of Eligibility
application request to: U.S. Department
of Education, 1990 K Street, NW,
Request for Eligibility Designation,
Washington, DC 20006—8513.

Applicable Regulations: (a) The
Education Department General
Administrative Regulations in 34 CFR
parts 74, 75, 77, 82, 85, 86, 97, 98 and
99 and (b) The regulations for the SIP in
34 CFR part 607, and the HSI Program
in 34 CFR part 606.

For Applications and Further
Information Contact: Thomas M. Keyes
or Margaret A. Wheeler, Institutional
Development and Undergraduate
Education Service, U.S. Department of
Education, 1990 K Street, NW., Request
for Eligibility Designation, Washington,
DC 20006-8513. Mr. Keyes’ telephone
number is (202) 502—-7577. Ms.
Wheeler’s telephone number is (202)
502—7583. Mr. Keyes and Ms. Wheeler
may be reached by e-mail at:
thomas_keyes@ed.gov
margaret_wheeler@ed.gov

If you use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD), you may call
the Federal Information Relay Service
(FIRS) at 1-800—877—-8339.

Individuals with disabilities may
obtain this document in an alternative
format (e.g., Braille, large print, audio-

tape, or computer diskette) on request to
the program contact persons listed
under FOR APPLICATIONS AND FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.

Individuals with disabilities may
obtain a copy of the application package
in an alternative format by contacting
those persons. However, the Department
is not able to reproduce in an alternative
format the standard forms included in
the application package.

Electronic Access to This Document

You may view this document, as well
as all other Department of Education
documents published in the Federal
Register, in text or Adobe Portable
Document Format (PDF) on the Internet
at either of the following sites:
http://ocfo.ed.gov/fedreg.htm
http://www.ed.gov/news.html

To use PDF you must have Adobe
Acrobat Reader which is available free
at either of the previous sites. If you
have questions about using PDF, call the
U.S. Government Printing Office (GPO),
toll free, at 1-888—293—6498; or in the
Washington, DC area at (202) 572—-1530.

Note: The official version of this document
is the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the official
edition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO
Access at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/
index/html

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1057,
1059c, and 1065a.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
A. Lee Fritschler,

Assistant Secretary, Office of Postsecondary
Education.

[FR Doc. 00-29302 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4001-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER00-3774-000]

Adirondack Hydro Fourth Branch, LLC;
Notice of Issuance of Order

November 9, 2000.

Adirondack Hydro Fourth Branch,
LLC (Adirondack) submitted for filing a
rate schedule under which Adirondack
will engage in wholesale electric power
and energy transactions at market-based
rates. Adirondack also requested waiver
of various Commission regulations. In
particular, Adirondack requested that
the Commission grant blanket approval
under 18 CFR Part 34 of all future
issuances of securities and assumptions
of liability by Adirondack.

On November 1, 2000, pursuant to
delegated authority, the Director,

Division of Corporate Applications,
Office of Markets, Tariffs and Rates,
granted requests for blanket approval
under Part 34, subject to the following:

Within thirty days of the date of the
order, any person desiring to be heard
or to protest the blanket approval of
issuances of securities or assumptions of
liability by Adirondack should file a
motion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214).

Absent a request for hearing within
this period, Adirondack is authorized to
issue securities and assume obligations
or liabilities as guarantor, indorser,
surety, or otherwise in respect of any
security of another person; provided
that such issuance or assumption is for
some lawful object within the corporate
purposes of the applicant, and
compatible with the public interest, and
is reasonably necessary or appropriate
for such purposes.

The Commission reserves the right to
require a further showing that neither
public nor private interests will be
adversely affected by continued
approval of Adirondack’s issuances of
securities or assumptions of liability.

Notice is hereby given that the
deadline for filing motions to intervene
or protests, as set forth above, is
December 1, 2000.

Copies of the full text of the Order are
available from the Commission’s Public
Reference Branch, 888 First Street, NE,
Washington, DC 20426. The order may
also be viewed on the Internet at
http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm
(call 202—208—2222 for assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29339 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP01-27-000]

Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation; Notice of Application

November 9, 2000.

On November 3, 2000, Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation (Columbia),
P.0O. Box 1273, Charleston, West
Virginia 25325-1273, filed an
application in Docket No. CP01-27-000
pursuant to Section 7(b) of the Natural
Gas Act (NGA) and Section 157.18 of
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the Commission’s Regulations for
permission and approval to abandon by
sale to Viking Energy, Incorporated, a
West Virginia corporation, certain
natural gas storage facilities (known as
the Grapevine B Storage field) located in
Kanawha County, West Virginia, all as
more fully set forth in the application
which is on file with the Commission
and open to public inspection. The
filing may be viewed at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202—-208-2222 for assistance).

Columbia states that the Grapevine B
Storage Field consists of one storage
well, approximately 0.09 mile of 4-inch
well pipeline, approximately 0.8 mile of
4-inch storage pipeline, one measuring
and regulating station, appurtenances,
and storage field reservoir of 177 acres.
Columbia states that the facilities were
constructed by United Fuel Gas
Company, a predecessor of Columbia,
and certificated in Docket No. G—-1202.1
The field was designated as Storage
Field X-53 in that order. Columbia
states that its authorization to own and
operate the Grapevine B Storage Field
was granted by the Commission in
Docket No CP71-132.2 Columbia states
that historically gas has been injected
into Grapevine B utilizing high pressure
gas received from Line SM-80; and,
withdrawal volumes have been
delivered into a low pressure
transmission line without compression.
Columbia states that due to changes in
Columbia’s customer obligations, the
storage field can no longer operate
without compression. Due to the “de
minimus”’ nature of the facilities on
Columbia’s storage system (Grapevine B
has historically averaged a total
withdrawal of 30 MMcf during the
heating season), the changes in market
requirements, and the sources of supply
in the area of the facilities, Columbia
has determined that its current and
future obligation can be met without the
Grapevine B Storage field. Columbia
states that therefore the capital
expenditure required to install the
necessary compression is not warranted.

Columbia states that it does not
propose the abandonment of service to
any customer as a result of the proposed
sale. Columbia states that there are no
mainline tap consumers on the facilities
to be sold nor are there any firm or non-
firm contracts currently utilizing the
facilities.

Questions regarding the details of this
proposed abandonment should be
directed to Victoria J. Hamilton,
Certificate Coordinator, Columbia Gas

1 United Fuel Gas Co., 8 FPCY{ 945 (1949).
2 Columbia Gas Transmission Corp., 45FPCY 398
(1971).

Transmission Corporation, P.O. Box
1273, Charleston, West Virginia 25325—
1273, call (304) 357-2297.

There are two ways to become
involved in the Commission’s review of
this abandonment. First, any person
wishing to obtain legal status by
becoming a party to the proceedings for
this abandonment should, on or before
November 30, 2000, file with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE, Washington, D.C.
20426, a motion to intervene in
accordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
and the Regulations under the NGA (18
CFR 157.10). A person obtaining party
status will be placed on the service list
maintained by the Secretary of the
Commission and will receive copies of
all documents filed by the applicant and
by all other parties. A party must submit
14 copies of filings made with the
Commission and must mail a copy to
the applicant and to every other party in
the proceeding. Only parties to the
proceeding can ask for court review of
Commission orders in the proceeding.

However, a person does not have to
intervene in order to have comments
considered. The second way to
participate is by filing with the
Secretary of the Commission, as soon as
possible, an original and two copies of
comments in support of or in opposition
to this abandonment. The Commission
will consider these comments in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but the filing of a comment alone
will not serve to make the filer a party
to the proceeding. The Commission’s
rules require that persons filing
comments in opposition to the
abandonment provide copies of their
protests only to the party or parties
directly involved in the protest.

Persons who wish to comment only
on the environmental review of this
abandonment should submit an original
and two copies of their comments to the
Secretary of the Commission.
Environmental commenters will be
placed on the Commission’s
environmental mailing list, will receive
copies of the environmental documents,
and will be notified of meetings
associated with the Commission’s
environmental review process.
Environmental commenters will not be
required to serve copies of filed
documents on all other parties.
However, the non-party commenters
will not receive copies of all documents
filed by other parties or issued by the
Commission (except for the mailing of
environmental documents issued by the
Commission) and will not have the right

to seek court review of the
Commission’s final order.

Beginning November 1, 2000,
comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.

If the Commission decides to set the
application for a formal hearing before
an Administrative Law Judge, the
Commission will issue another notice
describing that process. At the end of
the Commission’s review process, a
final Commission order approving or
denying abandonment will be issued.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29346 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP01-28-000]

Columbia Gulf Transmission
Company; Notice of Request Under
Blanket Authorization

October 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 3,
2000, Columbia Gulf Transmission
Company (Columbia Gulf), 2603
Augusta, Suite 125, Houston, Texas
77057-5637. filed in Docket No. CP01—
28—-000 a request pursuant to Sections
157.205 and 157.208(b)(2), of the
Commission’s Regulations (18 CFR
Sections 157.205 and 157.208) under
the Natural Gas Act (NGA) for
authorization to construct, own and
operate a lateral line and related
facilities to permit the delivery of
natural gas to Entergy Mississippi, Inc.
(EMI) and Warren Power, LLC (Warren)
at EMI’s existing Baxter Wilson, and to
Warren’s proposed Warren Power Plant,
both in Warren County, Mississippi, all
as more fully set forth in the application
which is on file with the Commission
and open to public inspection. This
filing may be viewed on the web at
http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/htm (call
202—-208-2222 for assistance).

Columbia Gulf request authorization
to construct and operate a delivery
lateral, referred to as the Vicksburg
Lateral, consisting of approximately 37
miles of 20-inch pipeline that will
extend from Columbia Gulf’s mainline
system in Richland Parish, Louisiana to
interconnections with EMI’s existing
Baxter Wilson Plant and with Warren’s
proposed Warren Power Plant. It is
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stated that the lateral will accommodate
up to 285,000 dt per day, both in
Warren County, Mississippi. Columbia
Gulf estimates a construction cost of
$20,148,000, which would be financed
through internally-generated funds. It is
stated that Columbia Gulf will construct
and operate two new points of delivery
under the automatic authorization
provisions of its Part 157, Subpart F
blanket certificate. Columbia Gulf
indicates that it will provide the
requested firm transportation services
under its Rate Schedule FTS—1 under
agreements with a primary term of ten
years and at negotiated rates.

Any questions regarding the
application may be directed to
Jacquelyne M. Rocan, Senior Attorney at
(713) 267-4100.

Any person or the Commission’s staff
may, within 45 days after the issuance
of the instant notice by the Commission,
file pursuant to Rule 214 of the
Commission’s Procedural Rules (18 CFR
385.214) a motion to intervene or notice
of intervention and, pursuant to Section
157.205 of the Commission’s regulations
under the NGA (18 CFR 157.205), a
protest to the request. If no protest is
filed within the time allowed therefor,
the proposed activity shall be deemed to
be authorized effective the day after the
time allowed for filing a protest. If a
protest is filed and not withdrawn
within 30 days after the time allowed
for filing a protest, the instant request
shall be treated as an application for
authorization pursuant to Section 7 of
the NGA. Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(iii) and the instructions on
the Commission’s web site at http://

www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.
Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00—-29347 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER00-3251-000]

Exelon Generating Company, L.L.C.;
Notice of Issuance of Order

November 9, 2000.

Exelon Generating Company, L.L.C.
(Exelon) filed with the Commission a
rate schedule under which Exelon will
engage in wholesale electric power and
energy transactions at market-based
rates. In its filing, Exelon also requested
certain waivers and authorizations. In

particular, Exelon requested that the
Commission grant blanket approval
under 18 CFR Part 34 of all future
issuances of securities and assumptions
of liabilities by Exelon. On November 8,
2000, the Commission issued an Order
Granting Market-Based Rate Authority,
Accepting Tariffs, Service Agreement
And Power Purchase Agreement, And
Waiving Code of Conduct (Order), in the
above-docketed proceeding.

The Commission’s November 8, 2000
Order granted the request for blanket
approval under Part 34, subject to the
conditions found in Ordering
Paragraphs (C), (D), and (F):

(C) Within 30 days of the date of
issuance of this order, any person
desiring to be heard or to protest the
Commission’s blanket approval of
issuances of securities or assumptions of
liabilities by Exelon should file a
motion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure, 18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214.

(D) Absent a request to be heard
within the period set forth in Ordering
Paragraph (C) above, Exelon is hereby
authorized to issue securities and
assume obligations and liabilities as
guarantor, indorser, surety or otherwise
in respect of any security of another
person; provided that such issue or
assumption is for some lawful object
within the corporate purposes of
Exelon, compatible with the public
interest, and reasonably necessary or
appropriate for such purposes.

(F) The Commission reserves the right
to modify this order to require a further
showing that neither public nor private
interests will be adversely affected by
continued Commission approval of
Exelon’s issuances of securities or
assumptions of liabilities * * *.

Notice is hereby given that the
deadline for filing motions to intervene
or protests, as set forth above, is
December 8, 2000.

Copies of the full text of the Order are
available from the Commission’s Public
Reference Branch, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426. The Order may
also be viewed on the Internet at
http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm
(call 202—208—2222 for assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29338 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP99-94-003]

Florida Gas Transmission Company;
Notice of Application

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 3,
2000, Florida Gas Transmission
Company (FGT), 1400 Smith Street, P.O.
Box 1188, Houston, Texas 77251-1188,
filed in Docket No. CP99-94-003,
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural
Gas Act (NGA) and Part 157 of the
Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission’s (Commission)
Regulations, to amend its certificate
issued in Docket Nos. CP99—-94-000 and
—001 on February 28, 2000, to modify
certain facilities located in Hillsborough
County, Florida, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on file
with the Commission and open to
public inspection. This filing may be
viewed at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—208-2222 for
assistance).

As part of the Phase IV Expansion
FGT was authorized to construct the
Tampa South Lateral Extension (5.62
miles of 4-inch line starting at the
terminus of the existing Tampa South
Lateral near mile post 16.5) and a
measurement and regulation station,
located at the end of the extension, to
serve as a gas delivery point to National
Gypsum Company (National Gypsum).
By this amendment, FGT seeks
authorization to: (1) Change the route of
the Tampa South Lateral Extension by
constructing approximately 6.18 miles
of pipeline (starting at mile post 14.8 on
the existing Tampa South Lateral); (2)
change the pipe diameter by
constructing the first 5.97 miles as 6-
inch; and the last 0.21 miles as 8-inch
pipeline; and (3) change the location of
the regulation station to mile post 5.97
on the Tampa South Lateral Extension.
The National Gypsum measurement
station will not be relocated.

FGT explains that, as amended: (1)
The new route for the Tampa South
Lateral Extension will result in less of
an impact to the environment; (2) the
upsizing of the first 5.97 miles of
pipeline to 6-inch diameter will
accommodate future gas deliveries by
FGT to Big Bend Transfer Company (Big
Bend); and (3) relocating the
construction of the regulation station to
a site 0.21 miles upstream of the
National Gypsum measurement station
will, along with upsizing the last 0.21
miles of pipeline to 8-inch diameter,
accomplish the reduction of delivery
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pressures to no higher than 25 psi, as
requested by National Gypsum. FGT
states that there will be no incremental
construction costs passed on to FGT’s
customers because Big Bend and
National Gypsum have agreed to
reimburse FGT for all additional
construction costs. FGT further states
that the changes proposed will have no
effect on the mainline capacity, the
rates, or the market data as reflected in
FGT’s August 31, 1999, filing in its
Phase IV certificate proceeding.

Questions regarding the details of this
proposed project should be directed to
Mr. Stephen T. Veatch, Director of
Certificates and Regulatory Reporting,
Suite 3997, 1400 Smith Street, Houston,
Texas 77002 or call (713) 853—6549.

There are two ways to become
involved in the Commission’s review of
this project. First, any person wishing to
obtain legal status by becoming a party
to the proceedings for this project
should, on or before November 30, 2000,
file with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426, a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
385.214 or 385.211) and the Regulations
under the NGA (18 CFR 157.10). A
person obtaining party status will be
placed on the service list maintained by
the Secretary of the Commission and
will receive copies of all documents
filed by the applicant and by all other
parties. A party must submit 14 copies
of filings made with the Commission
and must mail a copy to the applicant
and to every other party in the
proceeding. Only parties to the
proceeding can ask for court review of
Commission orders in the proceeding.

However, a person does not have to
intervene in order to have comments
considered. The second way to
participate is by filing with the
Secretary of the Commission, as soon as
possible, an original and two copies of
comments in support of or in opposition
to this project. The Commission will
consider these comments in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but the filing of a comment alone
will not serve to make the filer a party
to the proceeding. The Commission’s
rules require that persons filing
comments in opposition to the project
provide copies of their protests only to
the party or parties directly involved in
the protest.

Persons who wish to comment only
on the environmental review of this
project should submit an original and
two copies of their comments to the
Secretary of the Commission.
Environmental commenters will be

placed on the Commission’s
environmental mailing list, will receive
copies of the environmental documents,
and will be notified of meetings
associated with the Commission’s
environmental review process.
Environmental commenters will not be
required to serve copies of filed
documents on all other parties.
However, the non-party commenters
will not receive copies of all documents
filed by other parties or issued by the
Commission (except for the mailing of
environmental documents issued by the
Commission) and will not have the right
to seek court review of the
Commission’s final order.

The Commission may issue a
preliminary determination on non-
environmental issues prior to the
completion of its review of the
environmental aspects of the project.
This preliminary determination
typically considers such issues as the
need for the project and its economic
effect on existing customers of the
applicant, on other pipelines in the area
and on landowners and communities.
For example, the Commission considers
the extent to which the applicant may
need to exercise eminent domain to
obtain rights-of-way for the proposed
project and balances that against the
non-environmental benefits to be
provided by the project. Therefore, if a
person has comments on community
and landowner impacts from this
proposal, it is important either to file
comments or to intervene as early in the
process as possible.

Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.

If the Commission decides to set the
application for a formal hearing before
an Administrative Law Judge, the
Commission will issue another notice
describing that process. At the end of
the Commission’s review process, a
final Commission order approving or
denying a certificate will be issued.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29345 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-77-000]

Midwestern Gas Transmission
Company; Notice of Tariff Filing

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 2,
2000, Midwestern Gas Transmission
(Midwestern), tendered for filing as part
of its FERC Gas Tariff, Second Revised
Volume No. 1, the following revised
tariff sheets, with an effective date of
December 1, 2000:

Second Revised Sheet No. 60
Sixth Revised Sheet No. 61

Midwestern states that the purpose of
this filing is to revise its tariff in order
to incorporate GISB Standards’ language
and terms. Further, Midwestern states
the revisions will bring Midwestern’s
Tariff more in-line with standard
practices across the interstate pipeline
grid.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—-208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at @http:/
/www ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00—-29333 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-80-000]

Majave Pipeline Company; Notice of
Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tariff

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 2,
2000, Mojave Pipeline Company
(Mojave), tendered for filing as part of
its FERC Gas Tariff, Second Revised
Volume No. 1, First Revised Sheet No.
236, with an effective date of December
3, 2000. Mojave also filed a revised
Statement on Standards of Conduct.

Majave states that this filing updates
Mojave’s Standards of Conduct and
related tariff sheets.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—-208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(ii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at http:/
/www ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary
[FR Doc. 00-29336 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP0O0-399-000]

National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation;
Notice Rescheduling Technical
Conference

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that the conference
scheduled for Tuesday, November 14,
2000, at 10 a.m. has been rescheduled.

The conference will be held on
Tuesday, December 5, 2000, at 10 a.m.
in a room to be designated at the offices
of the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426.

All interested persons and Staff are
permitted to attend.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29332 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am)|]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER00-3767-000]

Praxair, Inc.; Notice of Issuance of
Order

November 9, 2000.

Praxair, Inc. (Praxair) submitted for
filing a rate schedule under which
Praxair will engage in wholesale electric
power and energy transactions at
market-based rates. Praxair also
requested waiver of various Commission
regulations. In particular, Praxair
requested that the Commission grant
blanket approval under 18 CFR Part 34
of all future issuances of securities and
assumptions of liability by Praixair.

On November 2, 2000, pursuant to
delegated authority, the Director,
Division of Corporate Applications,
Office of Markets, Tariffs and Rates,
granted requests for blanket approval
under Part 34, subject to the following:

Within thirty days of the date of the
order, any person desiring to be heard
or to protest the blanket approval of
issuances of securities or assumptions of
liability by Praxair should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426,
in accordance with Rules 211 and 214
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214).

Absent a request for hearing within
this period, is authorized to issue

securities and assume obligations or
liabilities as a guarantor, indorser,
surety, or otherwise in respect of any
security of another person; provided
that such issuance or assumption is for
some lawful object within the corporate
purposes of the applicant, and
compatible with the public interest, and
is reasonably necessary or appropriate
for such purposes.

The Commission reserves the right to
require a further showing that neither
public nor private interests will be
adversely affected by continued
approval of Praxair’s issuances of
securities or assumptions of liability.

Notice is hereby given that the
deadline for filing motions to intervene
or protests, as set forth above, is
December 4, 2000.

Copies of the full text of the Order are
available from the Commission’s Public
Reference Branch, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426. The Order may
also be viewed on the Internet at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202—208-2222 for assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00—29342 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER01-40-000]

Quinnipiac Energy, LLC; Notice of
Issuance of Order

November 9, 2000.

Quinnipiac Energy, LLC (Quinnipiac)
submitted for filing a rate schedule
under which Quinnipiac will engage in
wholesale electric power and energy
transactions at market-based rates.
Quinnipiac also requested waiver of
various Commission regulations. In
particular, Quinnipiac requested that
the Commission grant blanket approval
under 18 CFR Part 34 of all future
issuance of securities and assumptions
of liability by Quinnipiac.

On November 3, 2000, pursuant to
delegated authority, the Director,
Division of Corporate Applications,
Office of Markets, Tariffs and Rates,
granted requests for blanket approval
under Part 34, subject to the following:

Within thirty days of the date of the
order, any person desiring to be heard
or to protest the blanket approval of
issuances of securities or assumptions of
liability by Quinnipiac should file a
motion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
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888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214).

Absent a request for hearing within
this period, Quinnipiac is authorized to
issue securities and assume obligations
or liabilities as a guarantor, indorser,
surety, or otherwise in respect of any
security of another person; provided
that such issuance or assumption is for
some lawful object within the corporate
purposes of the applicant, and
compatible with the public interest, and
is reasonably necessary or appropriate
for such purposes.

The Commission reserves the right to
require a further showing that neither
public nor private interests will be
adversely affected by continued
approval of Quinnipiac’s issuances of
securities or assumptions of liability.

Notice is hereby given that the
deadline for filing motions to intervene
or protests, as set forth above, is
December 4, 2000.

Copies of the full text of the Order are
available from the Commission’s Public
Reference Branch, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426. The Order may
also be viewed on the Internet at
http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm
(call 202—208—2222 for assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29340 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-83-000]

Seagull Marketing Services, Inc.,
Complainant, v. Columbia Gulf
Transmission Company, Respondent;
Notice of Complaint

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 8,
2000, pursuant to Sections 5, 7, and 16
of the Natural Gas Act (NGA), 15 U.S.C.
717d, 7171, and 7170, and Rule 206 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.206, Seagull
Marketing Services, Inc. (Seagull)
tendered for filing a complaint against
Columbia Gulf Transmission Company
(Columbia Gulf). Seagull has requested
Fast Track processing under 18 CFR
385.206(h).

Seagull alleges that Columbia Gulf has
used an inappropriate cash-out price for
imbalance volumes and improperly
assessed imbalance penalties against

Seagull that are in violation of Sections
5 and 7 of the NGA, Part 284 of the
Commission’s regulations, operative
provisions of the currently effective
Columbia Gulf Tariff (Tariff), and
Commission policy and precedent.

Seagull requests Fast Track processing
under 18 CFR 385.206(h) because of the
threat of additional monthly imbalance
penalties. To the extent that Fast Track
procedures do not apply, Seagull asks
the Commission to issue an immediate
stay of any further assessment by
Columbia Gulf of monthly imbalance
penalties pending a disposition on the
merits of this complaint.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulation Commission, 888
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426,
in accordance with Rules 211 and 214
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214). All such motions or protests
must be filed on or before November 28,
2000. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on
file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection in the
Public Reference Room. This filing may
also be viewed on the Internet at
http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm
(call 202—208—2222) for assistance.
Answers to the complaint shall also be
due on or before November 28, 2000.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29343 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-78-000]

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company;
Notice of Tariff Filing

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 2,
2000, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
(Tennessee), tendered for filing as part
of its FERC Gas Tariff, Fifth Revised
Volume No. 1, the following revised
tariff sheets, with an effective date of
December 1, 2000:

Fifth Revised Sheet No. 310

Second Revised Sheet No. 311
Sixth Revised Sheet No. 312

Tennessee states that the purpose of
this filing is to revise its tariff in order
to incorporate GISB Standards’ language
and terms, as well as provide more
conciseness and clarity to this tariff
provision. Further, Tennessee states the
revisions will bring Tennessee’s tariff
more in-line with standard practices
across the interstate pipeline grid.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(ii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at
http://www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary

[FR Doc. 00-29334 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-81-000]

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company;
Notice of Proposed Changes in FERC
Gas Tariff

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 3,
2000, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
(Tennessee), as part of its FERC Gas
Tariff, Fifth Revised Volume No. 1,
original and revised tariff sheets listed
in Appendix A to the filing, with an
effective date of December 14, 2000.

Tennessee states that the tariff sheets
setting a new rate schedule Rate
Schedule FT-H pursuant to which
Tennessee will provide a firm hourly
transportation service which would
allow shippers to take delivery of their
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scheduled quantity at an hourly rate
that exceeds '24th of such scheduled
quantity. FT-H service will be available
on an open access, non-discriminatory
basis to all shippers who meet the
eligibility requirements for such service.

Tennessee states that under Rate
Schedule FT-H, Tennessee will
transport natural gas for a shipper up to
a specified daily transportation quantity
(TQ) and allow the shipper to take
delivery of its scheduled quantity up to
a specified maximum hourly delivery
quantity (MHQ). Under Rate Schedule
FT-H, the MHQ must be no less than
11sth of the TQ and no greater than Vath
of the TQ. Tennessee will provide the
FT-H service only after it determines
that it has sufficient uncommitted
capacity to perform the service
requested by a shipper. The FT-H
service will not degrade the firm
primary rights of any of Tennessee’s
existing firm shippers. Rate Schedule
FT-H service will have the same
scheduling and curtailment priority as
Tennessee’s other firm transportation
services.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at
http://www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29337 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP97-255-015]

TransColorado Gas Transmission
Company; Notice of Compliance Filing

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 2,
2000, TransColorado Gas Transmission
Company (TransColorado) tendered for
filing of its FERC Gas Tariff, Original
Volume No. 1, Fifteenth Revised Sheet
No. 21, and Eleventh Revised Sheet No.
22, with an effective date of November
1, 2000:

TransColorado states that the filing is
being made in compliance with the
Commission’s letter order issued March
20, 1997, in Docket No. RP97-255-000.

TransColorado states that the
tendered tariff sheets revised
TransColorado’s tariff to reflect the new
negotiated-rate firm transportation
service contracts with Barrett Resources
Corporation and Retex, Inc.

TransColorado stated that a copy of
this filing has been served upon all
parties to this proceeding,
TransColorado’s customers, the
Colorado Public Utilities Commission
and the New Mexico Public Utilities
Commission.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations, Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

Linwood a. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29331 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-79-000]

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation; Notice of Tariff Filing

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 3, 2000
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation (Transco) tendered for
filing to become part of its FERC Gas
Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 1,
Thirtieth Revised Sheet No. 50, with an
effective date of November 1, 2000.

Transco states that the purpose of the
instant filing is to track fuel changes
attributable to transportation service
purchased from Texas Gas Transmission
Corporation (Texas Gas) under its Rate
Schedule FT the costs of which are
included in the rates and charges
payable under Transco’s Rate Schedule
FT-NT. This filing is being made
pursuant to tracking provisions under
Section 4 of the Transco’s Rate Schedule
FT-NT. Transco states that included in
Appendix B attached to the filing is the
explanation of the fuel changes and
details regarding the computation of the
revised FT-NT fuel percentages.

Transco states that copies of the filing
are being mailed to each of its FT-NT
customers and interested State
Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—-208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
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on the Commission’s web site at
http://www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00—29335 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER01-36-00]

USPowerEnergy, LLC; Notice of
Issuance of Order

November 9, 2000.

USPowerEnergy, LLC
(USPowerEnergy) submitted for filing a
rate schedule under which
USPowerEnergy will engage in
wholesale electric power and energy
transactions at market-based rates.
USPowerEnergy also requested waiver
of various Commission regulations. In
particular, USPowerEnergy requested
that the Commission grant blanket
approval under 18 CFR Part 34 of all
future issuances of securities and
assumptions of liability by
USPowerEnergy.

On November 2, 2000, pursuant to
delegated authority, the Director,
Division of Corporate Applications,
Office of Markets, Tariffs and Rates,
granted requests for blanket approval
under Part 34, subject to the following:

Within thirty days of the date of the
order, any person desiring to be heard
or to protest the blanket approval of
issuances of securities or assumptions of
liability by USPowerEnergy should file
a motion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214).

Absent a request for hearing within
this period, USPowerEnergy is
authorized to issue securities and
assume obligations or liabilities as a
guarantor, indorser, surety, or otherwise
in respect of any security of another
person; provided that such issuances or
assumption is for some lawful object
within the corporate purposes of the
applicant, and compatible with the
public interest, and is reasonably
necessary or appropriate for such
purposes.

The Commission reserves the right to
require a further showing that neither
public nor private interests will be
adversely affected by continued

approval of USPowerEnergy’s issuance
of securities of assumptions of liability.

Notice is hereby given that the
deadline for filing motions to intervene
or protests, as set forth above, is
December 4, 2000.

Copies of the full text of the Order are
available from the Commission’s Public
Reference Branch, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426. The Order many
also be viewed on the Internet at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202-208-2222 for assistance).

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 00-29341 Filed 11-15—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER01-388-000]

WFEC GENCO, L.L.C.; Notice of Filing

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that on November 7,
2000, WFEC GENCO, L.L.C., petitioned
the Commission for acceptance of its
Rate Schedule FERC No. 1, the granting
of certain blanket approvals, including
the authority to sell electricity at
market-based rates, and the waiver of
certain of the Commission’s
Regulations.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest such filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426,
in accordance with Rules 211 and 214
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214). All such motions and protests
should be filed on November 20, 2000.
Protests will be considered by the
Commission to determine the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceedings. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on
file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection. This
filing may also be viewed on the
Internet at http://www.ferc.fed.us/
online/rims.htm (call 202-208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions

on the Commission’s web site at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00—29344 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project Nos. 1759-036, 2074-007, 2072—
008, 11830-000, 2073-008, 11831-000,
2131-020, and 1980-009—Michigan/
Wisconsin]

Wisconsin Electric Power Company;
Notice of Availability of Environmental
Assessment

November 9, 2000.

In accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission’s (Commaission)
regulations, 18 CFR Part 380 (Order No.
486, 52 FR 47897), the Office of Energy
Projects has reviewed the applications
for new and subsequent licenses for the
existing Way Dam, Hemlock Falls,
Lower Paint, Peavy Falls, Michigamme
Falls, Twin Falls, Kingsford, and Big
Quinnesec Falls Projects, collectively
referred to as the Upper Menominee
River Basin Projects, located on the
Menominee River and its tributaries, the
Paint and Michigamme Rivers, in
Dickinson and Iron Counties, Michigan,
and Florence and Marinette Counties,
Wisconsin, and has prepared an
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the
projects. In the EA, the Commission
staff has analyzed the potential
environmental effects of the projects
and has concluded that approval of the
projects, with appropriate
environmental measures, would not
constitute a major Federal action
significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment.

Copies of the EA are available for
review in the Commission’s Public
Reference Branch, Room 2A, located at
888 First Street, NE, Washington, DC
20426. The EA may also be viewed on
the Internet at http://www.ferc.fed.us/
online/rims.htm. Please call (202) 208—
2222 for assistance.

Any comments should be filed by
December 1, 2000, and should be
addressed to David P. Boergers,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE,
Washington, DC 20426. Please affix
Project Nos. 1759-036, 2074—007, 2072—
008, 11830-000, 2073—-008, 11831-000,
2131-020, and 1980-009 to all
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comments. Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

For further information, please
contact Patti Leppert at (202) 219-2767.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00—-29348 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 2471-005—Michigan]

Wisconsin Electric Power Company;
Notice of Availability of Environmental
Assessment

November 9, 2000.

In accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission’s (Commission)
regulations, 18 CFR Part 380 (Order No.
486, 52 FR 47897), the Office of Energy
Projects has reviewed the application to
surrender license for the Sturgeon Plant
Project located on the Sturgeon River, a
tributary of the Menominee River, in
Dickinson County, Michigan, and has
prepared an Environmental Assessment
(EA) for the project. In the EA, the
Commission staff has analyzed the
potential environmental effects of the
proposed action and has concluded that
accepting surrender of the license, with
appropriate environmental measures,
would not constitute a major Federal
action significantly affecting the quality
of the human environment.

Copies of the EA are available for
review in the Commission’s Public
Reference Branch, Room 2A, located at
888 First Street, NE, Washington, DC
20426. The EA may also be viewed on
the Internet at http://www.ferc.fed.us/
online/rims.htm. Please call (202) 208—
2222 for assistance.

Any comments should be filed by
December 1, 2000, and should be
addressed to David P. Boergers,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE,
Washington, DC 20426. Please affix
Project No. 2471-005 to all comments.
Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.

For further information, please
contact Patti Leppert at (202) 219-2767.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29349 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Notice of Scoping Meetings and Site
Visits and Soliciting Scoping
Comments

November 9, 2000.

Take notice that the following
hydroelectric application has been filed
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection:

a. Type of Application: A New Major
License.

b. Project Nos.: 2597—018 and 2576—
023.

c. Date filed: August 31, 1999.

d. Applicant: Northeast Generation
Company.

e. Names of Projects: Falls Village
Project and Housatonic Project which
are filed as a single application under
the designation ‘“The Housatonic River
Project.”

f. Location: On the Housatonic River,
near the towns of Canaan, North
Canaan, Salisbury, Bridgewater,
Brookfield, Danbury, Kent, Monroe,
Newtown, New Fairfield, New Milford,
Oxford, Roxbury Sherman and
Southbury, in Fairfield, New Haven and
Litchfield counties, Connecticut.
Approximately 74 acres of federal land
are within project boundaries.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 USC 791(a)-825(r).

h. Applicant Contact: Mr. Robert A.
Gates, Project Manager, Northeast
Generating Services, 143 West Street,
New Milford, Connecticut 06776 (860)
354-8840. Gatesr@nu.com

i. FERC Contact: James T. Griffin,
(202) 219-2799.

j. Deadline for filing scoping
comments: 60 days from the issuance of
this Notice.

All documents (original and eight
copies) should be filed with: David P.
Boergers, Secretary, Federal Agency
Regulatory Commission, 888 First
Street, NE, Washington, DC 20426.
Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.

The Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure require all intervenors

filing documents with the Commission
to serve a copy of that document on
each person whose name appears on the
official service list for the project.
Further, if an intervenor files comments
or documents with the Commission
relating to the merits of an issue that
may affect the responsibilities of a
particular resource agency, they must
also serve a copy of the document on
that resource agency.

k. Status of environmental analysis:
This application is not ready for
environmental analysis at this time.

L. Description of the projects:

The two projects represented in the
Housatonic River Project Application
comprise five developments: the Falls
Village, Bulls Bridge, Shepaug, Rocky
River and Stevenson developments are
located on the Housatonic River, 76.2
miles, 52.9 miles, 44.1 miles, 30.0 and
19.3 miles respectively from its mouth.

1. The Falls Village development
consists of the following existing
facilities: (a) A 300-foot-long, 14-foot-
high concrete gravity dam with two
spillways having a combined overflow
length of approximately 280 feet, and a
crest elevation of 631.5 feet National
Geodetic Vertical Distance (NGVD); (b)
an impoundment 3.8 miles long
containing 1,135 acre-feet when at
elevation 633.2 feet NGVD; (c) a dam-
integral powerhouse with a total
installed capacity of 9.0 megawatts
(MW) producing approximately
39,733,500 kilowatt-hours (kWh)
annually; and (d) a switch yard
connected to the project via a 69
kilovolt (kV) interconnected
transmission line.

2. The Bulls Bridge development
consists of: (a) A 203-foot-long, 24-foot-
high stone and concrete gravity dam
with a dam crest of 354 feet NGVD; (b)
a two-mile-long power canal; (c) a 156-
foot-long, 17-foot-high rock fill gravity
weir dam; (d) a 2.25-mile-long reservoir
with an 1,800 acre-feet storage capacity
and a surface area of approximately 120
acres at normal elevation of 354 feet
NGVD; (e) a powerhouse with a capacity
of 7.2 MW, developing an average of
44,079,300 kWh annually; and (f) a 69
kV line which connects the
development to the Rocky River
development.

3. The Rocky River Pumped Storage
development consists of: (a) A 952-foot-
long earth-filled core wall dam, a 2,500-
foot-long earthen canal dike that forms
the north bank of the power canal to the
intake structure, two earthen and one
concrete Lanesville dike, Recreation
Point and Danbury dikes, a dam crest
elevation averaging 440.1 feet NGVD,
and an intake canal 3,190 feet in length;
(b) the seven mile-long Candlewood
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Lake reservoir with a 5,610 acre
impoundment at 428.1 feet NGVD; (c) a
powerhouse with a rated capacity of
31,000 kW and averaging 14,238,100
kWh production per year; and (d) a
development connection to the
applicant’s transmission system via the
Rocky River-Carmel Hill 1813 line, the
Rocky River-Bull Bridge 1555 line and
the Rocky River-West Brookfield 1618
line.

4. The Shepaug development consists
of: (a) A 1412-foot, bedrock-anchored,
concrete gravity dam having a crest
elevation of 205.3 feet NGVD; (b) an
impoundment, at maximum operational
elevation level of 198.3 feet NGVD,
measuring 1,870 acres; (c) a powerhouse
with a rated capacity of 37,200 kW, with
an average annual production of
129,663,300 kWh and (d) a development
connection to the applicant’s
transmission system via the Shepaug-
Bates 1622 line and the Shepaug-Stony-
Hill-West Brookfield 1887 line.

5. The Stevenson Development
consists of: (a) A 1,250-foot, bedrock-
anchored, concrete gravity dam with a
crest elevation of 98.3 feet NGVD, 696
feet of spillway and an integral
powerhouse; (b) an impoundment
having a surface area measuring 1,063
acres at 101.3 feet NGVD, with a storage
volume of 2,650 acre-feet; (c) a
powerhouse with a rated capacity of
30,500 kW, with an average annual
production of 92,970,270 kWh; and (d)
a development connection to the
applicant’s transmission system via
several 115-kV transmission lines.

m. Locations of the application: A
copy of the application is available for
inspection and reproduction at the
Commission’s Public Reference Room,
located at 888 First Street, NE, Room
2A, Washington, D.C. 20246, or by
calling (202) 208—1371. This filing may
be viewed on the web at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202—-208-2222 for assistance). A copy is
also available for inspection and
reproduction at the address in item h
above.

n. Scoping Process: The Commission
intends to prepare an Environmental
Assessment (EA) for the proposed
relicensing of the Falls Village Project
(FERC No. 2597—-018) and Housatonic
Project (FERC No. 2576-023), in
accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act. The EA will
consider both site-specific and
cumulative environmental impacts and
reasonable alternatives to the proposed
actions.

Scoping Meetings

The Commission will hold three
scoping meetings, one in the daytime

and two in the evening, to help us
identify the scope of issues to be
addressed in the EA.

The daytime scoping meeting will
focus on resource agency concerns,
while the evening scoping meetings are
primarily for public concerns. All
interested individuals, organizations,
and agencies are invited to attend either
or both meetings, and to assist the staff
in identifying the scope of the
environmental issues that should be
analyzed in the EA. The times and
locations of these meetings are as
follows:

Evening Meetings

Monday, December 4, 2000, 7:00 to 9:00
p-m., Lee Kellogg Elementary School,
Multipurpose Room, 47 Main Street,
Falls Village, CT 06031

Wednesday, December 6, 2000, 7:00 to
9:00 p.m., Northville Elementary
School Cafeteria, 22 Hipp Road, New
Milford, CT 06776

Afternoon Meeting

Thursday, December 7, 2000, 1:00—3:00
p.m., First South Congregational
Church, Stanley Room (Second Floor),
277 Main St., Hartford, CT 06106
To help focus discussions, we will

distribute to parties on the

Commission’s mailing list a Scoping

Document (SD1) outlining the subject

areas to be addressed in the EA. Copies

of the SD1 will also be available at the
scoping meetings.

Objectives

At the scoping meetings, the staff will:
(1) Summarize the environmental issues
that the Commission staff tentatively
has identified for analysis in the EA; (2)
take statements from experts and the
public on issues that should be analyzed
in the EA, including viewpoints in
opposition to, or in support of, those
issues identified by the Commission
staff; (3) identify those issues that
require a detailed analysis, as well as
those issues that do not require a
detailed analysis; and (4) solicit all
available information, especially
quantifiable data, on the resources at
issue;

The meetings will be recorded by a
stenographer and will become part of
the formal record of the Commission’s
proceeding on the project. Individuals
presenting statements at the meeting
will be asked to sign in before the
meeting starts and to identify
themselves clearly for the record.

Individuals, organizations, and
agencies are encouraged to attend the
meeting and to assist the staff in
defining and clarifying the issues to be
addressed in the EA.

Site Visit

The applicant and the Commission
staff will conduct a project site visit in
two segments on December 5th and 6th,
2000. The first day we will meet at 8:30
a.m. the Northeast Generation
Services—CT Hydro Office parking lot
in New Milford and travel by bus to the
facilities in the upper part of the study
area, returning to New Milford at about
4:00 p.m. The second day we will meet
at the same location and time but will
proceed (again by bus) to the southern
facilities, completing the visit in New
Milford at about 4:00 p.m. If you would
like to attend one or both days of the
site visit, please call (Robert Gates of
Northeast Generation Services), no later
than December 1, 2000, at (860)354—
8840 or at gatesr @nu.com.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29350 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Extension of Time for Notice of
Transfer of Licenses and Soliciting
Comments, Motions To Intervene, and
Protests

November 9, 2000.

In light of requests in recent filings for
an extension of time to comment
regarding the above-captioned
proceeding, the Commission hereby
extends the comment date 45 days.

Take notice that the following
application has been filed with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection:

a. Application Type: Transfer of
Licenses.

b. Project Nos: 2894—005, 9184006,
and 9185-005.

c. Date Filed: August 16, 2000.

d. Applicants: Northwestern
Wisconsin Electric Company (transferor)
and Flambeau Hydro, LLC (transferee).

e. Name and Location of Projects: The
Black Brook Dam Project is on the
Apple River in Polk County, Wisconsin.
The Danbury Dam Project is on the
Yellow River and the Clam River Dam
Project is on the Clam River, both in
Burnett County, Wisconsin. The projects
do not occupy federal or tribal lands.

f. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(1).

g. Applicant Contacts: Mr. Mark F.
Dahlberg, Northwestern Wisconsin
Electric Company, P.O. Box 9,
Grantsburg, WI 54840-0009, (715) 463—
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5371 and Mr. Donald H. Clarke,
Wilkinson Barker Knauer, LLP, 2300 N
Street NW, No. 700, Washington, DC
20037, (202) 783-4141.

h. FERC Contact: Any questions on
this notice should be addressed to James
Hunter at (202) 219-2839.

i. Deadline for filing comments and or
motions: November 27, 2000.

All documents (original and eight
copies) should be filed with: David P.
Boergers, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First
Street, NE, Washington DC 20426.
Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

Please include the noted project
numbers on any comments or motions
filed.

j- Description of Proposal: The
applicants state that the transfer will
assure the continued operation of these
hydroelectric projects and will effect the
desired change of ownership of the
generating facilities consistent with the
restructuring plans of these members of
the electric industry.

k. Locations of the application: A
copy of the application is available for
inspection and reproduction at the
Commission’s Public Reference Room,
located at 888 First Street, NE, Room
2A, Washington, DC 20426, or by calling
(202) 208-1371. The application may be
viewed on the web at www.ferc.fed.us/
online/rims.htm (Call (202) 208-2222
for assistance). A copy is also available
for inspection and reproduction at the
addresses in item g above.

1. Individuals desiring to be included
on the Commission’s mailing list should
so indicate by writing to the Secretary
of the Commission.

Comments, Protests, or Motions to
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, .211, .214.
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in
all capital letters the title
“COMMENTS”,
“RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TERMS

AND CONDITIONS”, “PROTEST”’, or
“MOTION TO INTERVENE” as
applicable, and the Project Number of
the particular application to which the
filing refers. Any of the above-named
documents must be filed by providing
the original and the number of copies
provided by the Commission’s
regulations to: The Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888

First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426.

A copy of any motion to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the
particular application.

Agency Comments—Federal, state,
and local agencies are invited to file
comments on the described application.
A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant. If an agency does not file
comments within the time specified for
filing comments, it will be presumed to
have no comments. One copy of an
agency’s comments must also be sent to
the Applicant’s representatives.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-29351 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am)|]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Sunshine Act Meeting

November 14, 2000.

The following notice of meeting is
published pursuant to section 3(A) of
the Government in the Sunshine Act
(Pub. L. No. 94—409), 5 U.S.C 552B:

AGENCY HOLDING MEETING: Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission.

DATE AND TIME: November 21, 2000, 10
a.m.

PLACE: Room 2C, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426.

STATUS: Open.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Agenda

NOTE: Items listed on the agenda may be
deleted without further notice.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
David P. Boergers, Secretary, Telephone
(202) 208-0400, For a recording listing
items stricken from or added to the
meeting, call (202) 208-1627.

This is a list of matters to be
considered by the Commission. It does
not include a listing of all papers
relevant to the items on the agenda;
however, all public documents may be
examined in the reference and
information center.

754th—Meeting November 21, 2000, Regular
Meeting (10:00 a.m.)

Consent Agenda—Markets, Tariffs and
Rates—Electric

CAE-1.

Docket# ER00-3771, 000, Firstenergy

Operating Companies
CAE-2.

Docket# ER00-3740, 000, New York

Independent System Operator, Inc.
CAE-3.
Docket# ER00-3785, 000, Virginia Electric
& Power Company
CAE—-4.
Omitted
CAE-5.

Docket# ER01-62, 000, Entergy Services,
Inc.

Other#s ER00-2621, 000, Entergy Services,
Inc.

ER00-3671, 000, Entergy Services, Inc.

CAE-6.

Docket# ER01-66, 000, Pacific Gas and

Electric Company
CAE-7.

Docket# ER01-80, 000, California Power
Exchange Corporation

Other#s ER01-81, 000, California Power
Exchange Corporation

CAE-s8.

Omitted

CAE-9.

Docket# ER01-180, 000, New York

Independent System Operator, Inc.
CAE-10.

Docket# ER01-102, 000, Cinergy Services,

Inc.
CAE-11.

Docket# ER00-3577, 000, New England

Power Pool
CAE-12.

Docket# ER00-3691, 000, Sithe Edgar LLC,
Sithe New Boston LLC, Sithe
Framingham LLC, Sithe West Medway
LLC, Sithe Wyman LLGC, Sithe Mystic
LLC, AE-Energy, L.P., Power City
Partners, L.P., Seneca Power Partners,
L.P., Sterling Power Partners, L.P., Sithe
Power Marketing, L.P. and Sithe Power
Marketing, Inc.

CAE-13.

Docket# ER01-53, 000, Confederated
Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation
of Oregon, a Federally Recognized Indian
Tribe, and Warm Springs Power
Enterprises, a Chartered Enterprise of the
Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs
Reservation of Oregon

CAE-14.
Docket# ER00-188, 001, PSI Energy, Inc.
CAE-15.

Docket# ER99-3531, 000, Southern
Company Services, Inc.

Other#s ER99-3531, 001, Southern
Company, Services, Inc.

ER99-4384, 000, Southern Company,
Services, Inc.

ER99-4384, 001, Southern Company,
Services, Inc.

CAE-16.

Docket# EC00-63, 000, Sierra Pacific
Power Company, Nevada Power
Company and Portland General Electric
Company

Other#s ER00-1801, 000, Sierra Pacific
Power Company, Nevada Power
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Company and Portland General Electric
Company
CAE-17.

Docket# EC00-136, 000, Madison Gas &
Electric Company, Wisconsin Public
Service Corporation and American
Transmission Company, LLC

CAE-18.

Docket# EC00-80, 000 Portland General

Electric Company
CAE-19.

Docket# EC00-118, 000, Arizona Public
Service Company, Pinnacle West Capital
Corporation and Pinnacle West Energy
Corporation

Other#s EC00-118, 001, Arizona Public
Service Company, Pinnacle West Capital
Corporation and Pinnacle West Energy
Corporation

CAE-20.

Docket# EC00-106, 000, Entergy Power
Marketing Corporation and Koch Energy
Trading, Inc.

CAE-21.

Docket# ER90-54, 002, People’s Electric
Cooperative

Other#s ER91-221, 001, Peoples Electric
Cooperative

EL91-20, 003, Peoples Electric Cooperative

CAE-22.

Docket# EC99-81, 002, Dominion
Resources, Inc. and Consolidated Natural
Gas Company

Other#s MG00-6, 001, Consolidated
Natural Gas Company

CAE-23.

Docket# EL00-118, 000, Public Service

Company of New Mexico
CAE-24.

Docket# EL00-114, 000, Dynegy Power
Marketing, Inc. v. Ameren Services
Company

CAE-25.

Docket# EL01—4, 000, Western Farmers

Electric Cooperative
CAE-26.

Docket# ER01-94, 000, New York

Independent System Operator, Inc.

Consent Agenda—Markets, Tariffs and
Rates—Gas

CAG-1.
Docket# RP01-63, 000, Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation
CAG-2.
Docket# RP96-383, 012, Dominion
Transmission, Inc.
CAG-3.
Docket# RP96-383, 013, Dominion
Transmission, Inc.
CAG-4.
Docket# RP01—4, 001, Midcoast Interstate
Transmission, Inc.
CAG-5.
Docket# RP01-5, 001, Mid Louisiana Gas
Company
CAG-6.
Docket# RP98-54, 032, Colorado Interstate
Gas Company
CAG-7.
Docket# RP01-64, 000, Southern Natural
Gas Company
CAG-s.
Docket# RP00-374, 000, Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation
CAG-9.

Docket# RP95-364, 010, Williston Basin
Interstate Pipeline Company

Other#s RP95—-364, 000, Williston Basin
Interstate Pipeline Company

RP95-364, 005, Williston Basin Interstate
Pipeline Company

RP95-364, 007, Williston Basin Interstate
Pipeline Company

RP95-364, 009, Williston Basin Interstate
Pipeline Company

CAG-10.

Docket# GP91-8, 010, Jack J. Grynberg,
Individually and as General Partner for
the Greater Green River Basin Drilling
Program: 72—73 v. Rocky Mountain
Natural Gas Company, a Division of K N
Energy Inc.

Other#s GP91-10, 010, Rocky Mountain
Natural Gas Company, a Division of K N
Energy Inc. v. Jack J. Grynberg,
Individually and as General Partner for
the greater Green River Basin Drilling
Program: 72-73

CAG-11.

Docket# GP97-1, 003, Rocky Mountain

Natural Gas Company
CAG-12.

Docket# TM00-1-25, 004, Mississippi

River Transmission Corporation
CAG-13.

Docket# RP00-162, 006, Panhandle Eastern
Pipe Line Company

Other#s RP00-162, 005, Panhandle Eastern
Pipe Line Company

CAG—14.

Docket# RP00-354, 002, Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation

Other#s RP00-354, 001, Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation

CAG-15.

Docket# RM96—1, 015, Standards for
Business Practices of Interstate Natural
Gas Pipelines

CAG-16.

Docket# PR00-15, 000, Overland Trail
Transmission Company

Other#s PR00-15, 001, Overland Trail
Transmission Company

CAG-17.

Docket# GT01-3, 000, El Paso Natural Gas

Company
CAG-18.

Docket# RP96-320, 033, Koch Gateway

Pipeline Company
CAG—19.

Docket# RP01-76, 000, Northern Natural

Gas Company
CAG-20.

Docket# RP00-257, 004, Ozark Gas

Transmission, L.L.C.
CAG-21.

Docket# RP99-518, 018 PG&E Gas

Transmission, Northwest Corporation
CAG-22.

Docket# RP01-73, 000, Southwest Gas

Transmission Company
CAG-23.

Docket# RP01-56, 000, Transwestern

Pipeline Company
CAG-24.

Docket# RP01-72, 000, Wyoming Interstate

Company, Ltd.

Consent Agenda—Miscellaneous
CAM-1.

Docket# RM98-1, 001, Regulations
Governing Off-the-Record
Communications

Consent Agenda—Energy Projects—Hydro

CAH-1.
Omitted
CAH-2.
Docket# DI00-1, 001, City and County of
San Francisco
CAH-3.
Docket# UL96-1, 003, Blackstone Mill
Depot Street Trust
CAH-4.
Docket# P—2030, 031, Portland General
Electric Company
Other#s P-2030, 032, Portland General
Electric Company
P-11832, 000, Confederated Tribes of the
Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon, a
Federally Recognized Indian Tribe, and
Warm Springs Power Enterprises, a
Chartered Enterprise of the Confederated
Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation
of Oregon

Consent Agenda—Energy Projects—
Certificates

CAC-1.

Docket# CP00-140, 000, Black Marlin
Pipeline Company, WBI Offshore
Pipeline, Inc. and MCNIC Black Marlin
Offshore Company

CAC-2.

Docket# CP00—456, 000, Montana Power

Company and 3698157 Canada Ltd.
CAC-3.

Docket# CP00—-457, 000, Canadian-
Montana Pipeline Corporation and
3698157 Canada Ltd.

CAC-4.

Docket# CP00—40, 000, Florida Gas
Transmission Company

Other#s CP00-39, 000, Koch Gateway
Pipeline Company

CP00-40, 001, Florida Gas Transmission
Company

CP00-40, 002, Florida Gas Transmission
Company

CAC-5.

Docket# CP97-119, 001, Dauphin Island
Gathering System

Other#s CP97-300, 001, Dauphin Island
Gathering Partners

CP97-301, 001, Dauphin Island Gathering
Partners

CP97-302, 001, Dauphin Island Gathering
Partners

RP97-371, 001, Dauphin Island Gathering
Partners

CAC-6.
Docket# CP00—421, 001, Distrigas LLC

Energy Projects—Hydro Agenda
H-1.

Reserved
Energy Projects—Certificates Agenda
C-1.

Reserved
Markets, Tariffs and Rates—Electric Agenda
E-1.

Reserved
Markets, Tariffs and Rates—Gas Agenda
G-1.
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Reserved

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00—29534 Filed 11-14—00; 4:12 pm]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-6901-6]

Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability
Act (CERCLA) or Superfund, Section
104; Announcement of Proposal
Deadline for the Competition for Fiscal
Year 2001 Supplemental Assistance to
the National Brownfields Assessment
Demonstration Pilots

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of proposal deadline and
guidelines.

SUMMARY: The United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
will begin to accept proposals for
supplemental assistance for the National
Brownfields Assessment Pilots on
November 16, 2000. Assessment pilots
awarded on or before September 30,
1999, may apply for up to $150,000 for
continuance and expansion of their
brownfields assessment efforts. This
supplemental funding will be awarded
on a competitive basis. Recipients of
supplemental assessment pilot funding
in FY2000 and Showcase Community
funding in FY2001 are not eligible to
apply.

In fiscal year 2001, an additional
$50,000 may be awarded to an applicant
to assess the contamination of a
brownfields site(s) that is or will be
used for greenspace purposes.
Greenspace purposes may include, but
are not limited to, parks, playgrounds,
trails, gardens, habitat restoration, open
space, and/or greenspace preservation.

EPA expects to select up to 10
National brownfields assessment pilots
to receive supplemental assistance by
April 2001. The deadline for proposals
for the 2001 supplemental assistance is
January 8, 2001. Proposals must be post-
marked or sent to EPA via registered or
tracked mail by the stated deadline.

The supplemental assistance for the
National brownfields assessment pilots
will be administered on a competitive
basis. To ensure a fair selection process,
evaluation panels consisting of EPA
Regional and Headquarters staff will
assess how well the proposals meet the
selection criteria outlined in the
application booklet The Brownfields
Economic Redevelopment Initiative:

Proposal Guidelines for Supplemental
Assistance for the Brownfields
Assessment Demonstration Pilots
(October 2000). Applicants are
encouraged to contact and, if possible,
meet with EPA Regional Brownfields
Coordinators.

DATES: All proposals must be post-
marked or sent to EPA via registered or
tracked mail by January 8, 2001.

ADDRESSES: The proposal guidelines can
be obtained by calling the Superfund
Hotline at the following numbers:
Washington, DC Metro Area at 703—
412-9810, Outside Washington, DC
Metro at 1-800-424-9346, TDD for the
Hearing Impaired at 1-800-553-7672.

Copies of the guidelines are also
available via the Internet:

http://www.epa.gov/brownfields/

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The
Superfund Hotline, 800-424-9346.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As a part
of the Environmental Protection
Agency’s (EPA) Brownfields Economic
Redevelopment Initiative, the
Brownfields Assessment Demonstration
Pilots are designed to empower States,
communities, tribes, and other
stakeholders in economic
redevelopment to work together in a
timely manner to prevent, assess, and
safely cleanup brownfields to promote
their sustainable reuse. EPA has
awarded cooperative agreements to
States, cities, towns, counties and Tribes
for demonstration pilots that test
brownfields assessment models and
facilitate coordinated public and private
efforts at the Federal, State, tribal and
local levels. To date, the Agency has
funded 362 Brownfields Assessment
Pilots.

In fiscal year 2001, EPA has
determined that brownfields assessment
pilots awarded on or before September
30, 1999, may apply for up to $150,000
for continuance and expansion of their
brownfields assessment efforts.
Recipients of supplemental assessment
pilot funding in FY2000 and Showcase
Community funding in FY2001 are not
eligible to apply. These pilots focus on
EPA’s primary mission—protecting
human health and the environment.
They are also an essential piece of the
nation’s overall community
revitalization efforts. EPA works closely
with other federal agencies through the
Interagency Working Group on
Brownfields, and builds relationships
with other stakeholders on the national
and local levels to develop coordinated
approaches for community
revitalization.

Supplemental funding for the
brownfields assessment pilots is

authorized under Section 104(d)(1) of
the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980, as amended, (CERCLA or
Superfund), 42 U.S.C. 9604(d)(1). States
(including U.S. Territories), political
subdivisions (including cities, towns,
counties), and federally recognized
Indian Tribes which received a
brownfields assessment pilot grant on or
before September 30, 1999, are eligible
to apply. EPA welcomes and encourages
brownfields projects by coalitions of
such entities, but only a single eligible
entity may receive a cooperative
agreement. Cooperative agreement funds
will be awarded only to a state, a
political subdivision of a state, or a
federally recognized Indian tribe.

Through a brownfields cooperative
agreement, EPA provides funds to an
eligible state, political subdivision, or
Indian Tribe to undertake activities
authorized under CERCLA section 104.
Use of these supplemental assistance
pilot funds must be in accordance with
CERCLA, and all CERCLA restrictions
on use of funds also apply to the
assessment pilots.

The evaluation panels will review the
proposals carefully and assess each
response based on how well it addresses
the selection criteria, briefly outlined
below:

Part I (Required)
1. Established Brownfields Program

2. Accomplishments under Existing
Brownfields Assessment Pilot

3. Demonstrated Ability to Administer
Existing Brownfields Assessment
Demonstration Pilot

4. Work to be Performed
Part IT (Optional)

5. Greenspace

—Authority and Context

—Community Involvement

—Site Identification, Site Assessment
Plan, Flow of Ownership, and Reuse
Planning

Submission to Congress and the
General Accounting Office

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. EPA will submit a
report containing this action and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
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the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication in the
Federal Register. A major rule cannot
take effect until 60 days after it is
published in the Federal Register. This
action is not a “major rule” as defined
by 5 U.S.C. 804(2). This action will be
effective on November 16, 2000.

Dated: November 2, 2000.

Approved:
Linda Garczynski,
Director, Outreach and Special Projects Staff,
Office of Solid Waste and Emergency
Response.
[FR Doc. 00-29223 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-6901-5]

Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability
Act (CERCLA) or Superfund, Section
104; Announcement of Proposal
Deadline for the Competition for the
2001 National Brownfields Assessment
Demonstration Pilots

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of proposal deadlines,
revised guidelines.

SUMMARY: The United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
will begin to accept proposals for the
National Brownfields Assessment Pilots
on November 16, 2000. The brownfields
assessment pilots (each funded up to
$200,000 over two years) test
assessment models, and facilitate
coordinated assessment and cleanup
efforts at the federal, state, and local
levels.

In fiscal year 2001, an additional
$50,000 may be awarded to an applicant
to assess the contamination of a
brownfields site(s) that is or will be
used for greenspace purposes.
Greenspace purposes may include, but
are not limited to, parks, playgrounds,
trails, gardens, habitat restoration, open
space, and/or greenspace preservation.

EPA expects to select up to 35
additional National brownfields
assessment pilots by April 2001. The
deadline for new proposals for the 2001
assessment pilots is January 12, 2001.
Proposals must be post-marked or sent
to EPA via registered or tracked mail by
the stated deadline. Previously
unsuccessful applicants are advised that
they must revise and resubmit their
proposals to be considered for the 2001
National assessment pilot competition.

The National brownfields assessment
pilots are administered on a competitive

basis. To ensure a fair selection process,
evaluation panels consisting of EPA
Regional and Headquarters staff and
other federal agency representatives will
assess how well the proposals meet the
selection criteria outlined in the newly
revised application booklet The
Brownfields Economic Redevelopment
Initiative: Proposal Guidelines for
Brownfields Assessment Demonstration
Pilots (October 2000). Applicants are
encouraged to contact and, if possible,
meet with EPA Regional Brownfields
Coordinators.

DATES: This action is effective as of
November 16, 2000, and expires on
January 12, 2001. All proposals must be
post-marked or sent to EPA via
registered or tracked mail by the
expiration date cited above.

ADDRESSES: The proposal guidelines can
be obtained by calling the Superfund
Hotline at the following numbers:
Washington, DC Metro Area at 703—
412-9810, Outside Washington, DC
Metro at 1-800—424-9346,TDD for the
Hearing Impaired at 1-800-553-7672.

Copies of the guidelines are also
available via the Internet:

http://www.epa.gov/brownfields/

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The
Superfund Hotline, 800-424-9346.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As a part
of the Environmental Protection
Agency’s (EPA) Brownfields Economic
Redevelopment Initiative, the
Brownfields Assessment Demonstration
Pilots are designed to empower States,
communities, tribes, and other
stakeholders in economic
redevelopment to work together in a
timely manner to prevent, assess, and
safely cleanup brownfields to promote
their sustainable reuse. EPA has
awarded cooperative agreements to
States, cities, towns, counties and Tribes
for demonstration pilots that test
brownfields assessment models and
facilitate coordinated public and private
efforts at the Federal, State, tribal and
local levels. To date, the Agency has
funded 362 Brownfields Assessment
Pilots.

EPA’s goal is to select a broad array
of assessment pilots that will serve as
models for other communities across the
nation. EPA seeks to identify proposals
that demonstrate the integration or
linking of brownfields assessment pilots
with other federal, state, tribal, and local
sustainable development, community
revitalization, and pollution prevention
programs. Special consideration will be
given to Federal Empowerment Zones
and Enterprise Communities (EZ/ECs),
communities with populations of under
100,000, and federally recognized

Indian tribes. These pilots focus on
EPA’s primary mission—protecting
human health and the environment.
However, it is an essential piece of the
nation’s overall community
revitalization efforts. EPA works closely
with other federal agencies through the
Interagency Working Group on
Brownfields, and builds relationships
with other stakeholders on the national
and local levels to develop coordinated
approaches for community
revitalization.

Funding for the brownfields
assessment pilots is authorized under
Section 104(d)(1) of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of
1980, as amended (CERCLA or
Superfund), 42 U.S.C. 9604(d)(1). States
(including U.S. Territories), political
subdivisions (including cities, towns,
counties), and federally recognized
Indian Tribes are eligible to apply. EPA
welcomes and encourages brownfields
projects by coalitions of such entities,
but only a single eligible entity may
receive a cooperative agreement.
Cooperative agreement funds will be
awarded only to a state, a political
subdivision of a state, or a federally
recognized Indian tribe.

Through a brownfields cooperative
agreement, EPA provides funds to an
eligible state, political subdivision, or
Indian Tribe to undertake activities
authorized under CERCLA section 104.
Use of these assessment pilot funds
must be in accordance with CERCLA,
and all CERCLA restrictions on use of
funds also apply to the assessment
pilots.

The evaluation panels will review the
proposals carefully and assess each
response based on how well it addresses
the selection criteria, briefly outlined
below:

Part I (Required)

1. Problem Statement and Needs
Assessment

—Effect of Brownfields on your
Community or Communities
—Value Added by Federal Support

2. Community-Based Planning and
Involvement

—Existing Local Commitment
—Community Involvement Plan
—Environmental Justice Plan

3. Implementation Planning

—Government Support

—Site Selection and Environmental Site
Assessment Plan

—Reuse Planning and Proposed
Cleanup Funding Mechanisms

—Flow of Ownership Plan
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4. Long-Term Benefits and
Sustainability

—Long-Term Benefits
—Sustainable Reuse
—Measures of Success

Part II (Optional)

5. Greenspace

—Authority and Context

—Community Involvement

—Site Identification, Site Assessment
Plan, Flow of Ownership, and Reuse
Planning

Submission to Congress and the
General Accounting Office

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. EPA will submit a
report containing this action and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication in the
Federal Register. A major rule cannot
take effect until 60 days after it is
published in the Federal Register. This
action is not a “major rule” as defined
by 5 U.S.C. 804(2). This action will be
effective on November 16, 2000.

Dated: November 2, 2000.
Linda Garczynski,

Director, Outreach and Special Projects Staff,
Office of Solid Waste and Emergency
Response.

[FR Doc. 00-29224 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-6902-5]

Second Consultation Meeting on a
Longitudinal Cohort Study of
Environmental Effects on Children

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting:
consultation on the plans for a
longitudinal cohort study of
environmental effects on children.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is announcing a two-day
meeting cosponsored by the Office of
Behavioral and Social Science Research
(OBSSR) of the National Institutes of
Health (NIH), the National Institute of
Child Health and Human Development

(NICHD)/NIH, and the National Center
for Environmental Health (NCEH) of the
Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC). The meeting is being
convened to discuss the development of
a longitudinal cohort study of
environmental effects on the health and
well-being of children. Content of the
meeting will include the status of
activities to date, outline of study
rationale and plan, issues of
longitudinal cohort design, ethical
issues, and discussion groups for input
and feedback.
DATES: The meeting dates are December
12, 2000, from 8:30 a.m. until 5:00 p.m.,
and December 13, 2000, from 8:30 a.m.
until 12:30 p.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting site is the
Marriott at Metro Center, 775 12th
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The
workshop is open to the public, but
seating is limited to a maximum of 400.
Those planning to attend must register
no later than November 29, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
register as an observer, contact Ms. Kim
Brickhouse, TASCON, P.O. Box 30686,
Bethesda, MD 20824-0686; telephone:
301-315-9000, ext. 516; facsimile: 301—
738-9786; email:
kbrickhouse@tascon.com. For further
information, contact Dr. Peter Scheidt,
National Institute of Child Health and
Human Development, National
Institutes of Health, U.S. Department of
Health and Human Services, Room
7B05, 6100 Executive Boulevard,
Bethesda, MD 20892; telephone: 301—
496-5064; facsimile: 301-402-2084; e-
mail: scheidtp@mail.nih.gov.

Dated: November 8, 2000.
William H. Farland,

Director, National Center for Environmental
Assessment.

[FR Doc. 00-29359 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL—6902-8]

Proposed CERCLA Administrative
Cost Recovery Settlement; FMC Dublin
Road Superfund Site, Towns of Shelby
and Ridgeway, Orleans County, New
York

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Notice; request public comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
122(i) of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of
1980, as amended (“CERCLA”), 42

U.S.C. 9622(i), notice is hereby given of
a proposed administrative settlement for
recovery of past and future response
costs concerning the FMC Dublin Road
Superfund Site (“Site”’) located in the
Towns of Shelby and Ridgeway, Orleans
County, New York with the settling
party, FMC Corporation. The settlement
requires the settling party to pay
$200,000.00 to the Hazardous Substance
Superfund in reimbursement of past
response costs incurred with respect to
the Site. The settling party will also pay
the interest on that amount calculated
from March 25, 2000 through the date
of payment and has agreed to reimburse
the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (“EPA”) for all future response
costs not inconsistent with the National
Contingency Plan, 40 CFR part 300, as
amended (“NCP”), incurred by EPA in
connection with the Site. The settlement
includes a covenant not to sue the
settling party pursuant to section 107(a)
of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. 9607(a) for past
and future costs incurred at the Site by
EPA.

For thirty (30) days following the date
of publication of this document, EPA
will receive written comments relating
to the settlement. EPA will consider all
comments received and may modify or
withdraw its consent to the settlement
if comments received disclose facts or
considerations which indicate that the
proposed settlement is inappropriate,
improper, or inadequate. EPA’s
response to any comments received will
be available for public inspection at the
EPA’s regional office, 290 Broadway,
New York, New York 10007—1866.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before December 18, 2000.

ADDRESSES: The proposed settlement is
available for public inspection at EPA,
290 Broadway, New York, New York
10007-1866. A copy of the proposed
settlement may be obtained from Marla
Wieder, Assistant Regional Counsel,
Office of Regional Counsel, EPA, 290
Broadway, 17th Floor, New York, New
York 10007-1866. Comments should
reference the FMC Dublin Road
Superfund Site, EPA Index No.
CERCLA-02-2000-2030, and should be
addressed to Marla Wieder, Assistant
Regional Counsel, EPA, 290 Broadway,
17th Floor, New York, New York
10007-1866.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Marla Wieder, Assistant Regional
Counsel, Office of Regional Counsel,
EPA, 290 Broadway, 17th Floor, New
York, New York 10007-1866.
Telephone: (212) 637—-3184.
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Dated: October 24, 2000.
William J. Muszynski,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 2.
[FR Doc. 00-29361 Filed 11-15—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-6902-9]

Operating Industries, Inc. Landfill
Superfund Site; Notice of Proposed
CERCLA Administrative De Minimis
Settlement

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice; request for public
comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
122(i) of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act, as
amended (“CERCLA”), 42 U.S.C.
9622(i), the Environmental Protection
Agency (“EPA”) is hereby providing
notice of a proposed administrative de
minimis settlement concerning the
Operating Industries, Inc. Landfill
Superfund site in Monterey Park,
California (the “OII Site”). Section
122(g) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. 9622(g),
provides EPA with the authority to enter
into administrative de minimis
settlements. This settlement is intended
to resolve the liabilities of 22 settling
parties, 18 of which have a limited
ability to pay, for the OII Site under
CERCLA and section 7003 of the
Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (“RCRA”), 42 U.S.C. 6973. The
settlement will also resolve OII Site-
related claims by California Department
of Toxic Substances Control against the
settling parties. The settling parties will
pay a total of $1,080,602 toward OII Site
response costs.

For thirty (30) days following the date
of publication of this notice, EPA will
receive written comments relating to the
settlement. In accordance with section
7003(d) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 6973(d),
commenters may request an opportunity
for a public meeting in the affected area.
EPA will consider all comments it
receives during this period, and may
modify or withdraw its consent to the
settlement if any comments disclose
facts or considerations indicating that
the settlement is inappropriate,
improper, or inadequate.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before December 18, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Comments and requests for

a public meeting should be addressed to
the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA

Region IX (ORC-1), 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105, and
should refer to: Operating Industries,
Inc. Landfill Superfund Site, Monterey
Park, CA, U.S. EPA Docket No. 00-09.
The proposed settlement and additional
background information relating to the
settlement are available for inspection,
and EPA’s response to any comments
received will be available for inspection,
at the U.S. EPA Region IX Superfund
Records Center, 95 Hawthorne Street,
Suite 403 S, San Francisco, CA 94105;
at the Bruggemeyer Memorial Library,
318 South Ramona Avenue, Monterey
Park, CA 91754; the Montebello
Regional Library, 1550 West Beverly
Boulevard, Montebello, CA 90640; and
the Chet Holifield Library, 1060 South
Greenwood Avenue, Montebello, CA
90640. A copy of the proposed
Administrative Order on Consent may
be obtained from the Regional Hearing
Clerk at the address provided above.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Arthur Haubenstock, Assistant Regional
Counsel, U.S. EPA Region IX (ORC-3),
75 Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA
94105; E-Mail:
haubenstock.arthur@epa.gov; Tel: (415)
744-1355.

Michael Feeley,

Acting Director, Superfund Division, Region
IX.

[FR Doc. 00-29362 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY POLICY

Meeting of the President’s Committee
of Advisors on Science and
Technology

ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the
schedule and summary agenda for a
meeting of the President’s Committee of
Advisors on Science and Technology
(PCAST), and describes the functions of
the Committee. Notice of this meeting is
required under the Federal Advisory
Committee Act.

Date and Place: Friday, December 1,
2000, Washington, DC. This meeting
will take place in the Truman Room
(Third Floor) of the White House
Conference Center, 726 Jackson Place,
NW., Washington, DC.

Type of Meeting: Open.

Proposed Schedule and Agenda: The
President’s Committee of Advisors on
Science and Technology (PCAST) is
scheduled to meet in open session on
Friday, December 1, 2000, from
approximately 1:00-4:00 p.m., to

discuss (1) PCAST recommendations
regarding the National Science and
Technology Council, (2) lessons learned
from the work of the President’s
Committee of Advisors on Science and
Technology, (3) PCAST
recommendations regarding science and
technology capacity building abroad, (4)
research misconduct, and (5) the
Federal Government-University
Research Partnership activities.

Public Comments: There will be a
time allocated for the public to speak on
any of the above agenda items. Please
make your request for the opportunity to
make a public comment five (5) days in
advance of the meeting. Written
comments are welcome any time prior
to or following the meeting. Please
notify Cynthia Chase, of the PCAST
Executive Secretariat, at (202) 456—6100,
or fax your requests/comments to (202)
456—-6026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information regarding time, place, and
agenda, please call Cynthia Chase, of the
PCAST Executive Secretariat, at (202)
456-6100, prior to 3:00 p.m. on
Thursday, November 30, 2000.
Information may also be available at the
PCAST website at: http://
www.ostp.gov/PCAST/pcast.html.
Please note that public seating for this
meeting is limited, and is available on
a first-come first served basis.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
President’s Committee of Advisors on
Science and Technology was
established by Executive Order 12882,
as amended, on November 23, 1993,
September 29, 1995, September 29,
1997, and September 30, 1999. The
purpose of PCAST is to advise the
President on matters of national
importance that have significant science
and technology content, and to assist
the President’s National Science and
Technology Council in securing private
sector participation in its activities. The
Committee members are distinguished
individuals appointed by the President
from non-Federal sectors. The PCAST is
co-chaired by the Assistant to the
President for Science and Technology
and, by John Young, former President
and CEO of the Hewlett-Packard
Company.

Barbara Ann Ferguson,

Assistant Director, Budget and
Administration, Office of Science and
Technology Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-29329 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3170-01-U
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Performance Review Board

As required by the Civil Service
Reform Act of 1978 (Pub. L. 95—-454),
Chairman William E. Kennard
appointed the following executives to
the Performance Review Board: Richard
Lee, Renee Licht, David Solomon,
Thomas Tycz.

Federal Communications Commission.
Magalie Roman Salas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00—-29364 Filed 11-15—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Change in Bank Control Notices;
Acquisitions of Shares of Banks or
Bank Holding Companies

The notificants listed below have
applied under the Change in Bank
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)) and
§ 225.41 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.41) to acquire a bank or bank
holding company. The factors that are
considered in acting on the notices are
set forth in paragraph 7 of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1817(j)(7)).

The notices are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. The notices
also will be available for inspection at
the offices of the Board of Governors.
Interested persons may express their
views in writing to the Reserve Bank
indicated for that notice or to the offices
of the Board of Governors. Comments
must be received not later than
November 29, 2000.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas (W.
Arthur Tribble, Vice President) 2200
North Pearl Street, Dallas, Texas 75201—
2272:

1. Robert B. Mathieu, Delhi,
Louisiana; to retain voting shares of
Delhi Bancshares, Inc., Delhi, Louisiana,
and thereby indirectly retain voting
shares of Guaranty Bank and Trust
Company of Delhi Louisiana, Delhi,
Louisiana.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, November 9, 2000.

Robert deV. Frierson,

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 0029304 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Formations of, Acquisitions by, and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied to the Board for approval,
pursuant to the Bank Holding Company
Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1841 et seq.)
(BHC Act), Regulation Y (12 CFR Part
225), and all other applicable statutes
and regulations to become a bank
holding company and/or to acquire the
assets or the ownership of, control of, or
the power to vote shares of a bank or
bank holding company and all of the
banks and nonbanking companies
owned by the bank holding company,
including the companies listed below.

The applications listed below, as well
as other related filings required by the
Board, are available for immediate
inspection at the Federal Reserve Bank
indicated. The application also will be
available for inspection at the offices of
the Board of Governors. Interested
persons may express their views in
writing on the standards enumerated in
the BHC Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). If the
proposal also involves the acquisition of
a nonbanking company, the review also
includes whether the acquisition of the
nonbanking company complies with the
standards in section 4 of the BHC Act
(12 U.S.C. 1843). Unless otherwise
noted, nonbanking activities will be
conducted throughout the United States.
Additional information on all bank
holding companies may be obtained
from the National Information Center
website at www.ffiec.gov/nic/.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding each of these applications
must be received at the Reserve Bank
indicated or the offices of the Board of
Governors not later than December 11,
2000.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis (JoAnne F. Lewellen,
Assistant Vice President), 90 Hennepin
Avenue, Minneapolis, Minnesota
55480—-0291:

1. Marquette Bancshares, Inc.,
Minneapolis, Minnesota; to acquire up
to 64 percent of the voting shares of
Commerce Bank of Santa Barbara, N.A.,
Santa Barbara, California (in
organization).

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, November 9, 2000.

Robert deV. Frierson,

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 00-29303 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

Women’s Progress Commemoration
Commission

AGENCY: General Services
Administration.

ACTION: Meeting notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Women’s Progress Commemoration
Commission will hold an open meeting
from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. on Tuesday,
December 5, 2000, at the Hilton of Santa
Fe, 100 Sandoval Street, Santa Fe, NM
97501, (505) 988-2811.

PURPOSE: The Commission will meet to
discuss their role in identifying and
commemorating Women’s History sites.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Martha Davis (202) 501-0705, Assistant
to the Associate Administrator for
Communications, General Services
Administration. Also, inquiries may be
sent to martha.davis@gsa.gov.

Dated: November 11, 2000.
Beth Newburger,
Associate Administrator for Communications.
[FR Doc. 00-29373 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6820-34-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Agency for Toxic Substances and
Disease Registry

[ATSDR-163]

Availability of Final Toxicological
Profiles

AGENCY: Agency for Toxic Substances
and Disease Registry (ATSDR),
Department of Health and Human
Services (HHS).

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
availability of one new final and six
updated final toxicological profiles of
priority hazardous substances
comprising the twelfth set prepared by
ATSDR.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Franchetta Stephens, Division of
Toxicology, Agency for Toxic
Substances and Disease Registry,
Mailstop E-29, 1600 Clifton Road, NE.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30333, telephone 1—
(888) 422-8737 or (404) 639-6345.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Superfund Amendments and
Reauthorization Act (SARA) (Pub. L.
99-499) amends the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act
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(CERCLA or Superfund) (42 U.S.C. 9601
et seq.) by establishing certain
requirements for ATSDR and the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
with regard to hazardous substances
which are most commonly found at
facilities on the CERCLA National
Priorities List (NPL). Among these
statutory requirements is a mandate for
the Administrator of ATSDR to prepare
toxicological profiles for each substance
included on the priority lists of
hazardous substances. These lists
identified 275 hazardous substances
that ATSDR and EPA determined pose
the most significant potential threat to
human health. The availability of the
revised list of the 275 most hazardous
substances was announced in the
Federal Register on October 21, 1999
(64 FR 56792). For prior versions of the
list of substances see Federal Register
notices dated November 17, 1997 (62 FR

61332); April 29, 1996 (61 FR 18744);
April 17, 1987 (52 FR 12866); October
20, 1988 (53 FR 41280); October 26,
1989 (54 FR 43619); October 17, 1990
(55 FR 42067); October 17, 1991 (56 FR
52166); October 28, 1992 (57 FR 48801);
and February 28, 1994 (59 FR 9486).
Notices (63 FR 56191) and (62 FR
55818) announcing the availability of
the draft toxicological profiles for public
review and comment were published in
the Federal Register on October 21,
1998 or October 28, 1997 with notice of
a 90-day public comment period for
each profile, starting from the actual
release date. Following the close of the
comment period, chemical-specific
comments were addressed, and where
appropriate, changes were incorporated
into each profile. The public comments
and other data submitted in response to
the Federal Register notices bear the
docket control numbers ATSDR-137 or

ATSDR-127. This material is available
for public inspection at the Division of
Toxicology, Agency for Toxic
Substances and Disease Registry,
Building 4, Suite 2400, Executive Park
Drive, Atlanta, Georgia, (not a mailing
address) between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
legal holidays.

Availability

This notice announces the availability
of one new final and six updated final
toxicological profiles comprising the
twelfth set prepared by ATSDR. The
following toxicological profiles are now
available through the U.S. Department
of Commerce, National Technical
Information Service (NTIS), 5285 Port
Royal Road, Springfield, Virginia 22161,
telephone 1-800-553-6847. There is a
charge for these profiles as determined
by NTIS.

Toxicological profile NTIS order No. CAS No.
Twelfth Set:
O 1T o oSS P PR P PP PB2000- 007440-38-2
108021
bR 1 10T 1 01 U o RS PP PR PPOPRPRP PB2000- 007440-47-3
108022
L =13 1o (o1 =T TSP P PRSPPI PB2000- 000115-29-7
108023
ENdOSUITAN, @IPNA .. ..o e 000959-98-8
Endosulfan, sulfate ... 001031-07-8
Endosulfan, beta ... 33213-65-9
13T o PP P PP PR PP PRRPRPT PB2000- 00563-12-2
108024
DL IMANGANESE ...ttt ettt et e e h et oot eeaEe e e e h e e e e Rt e ea e e e R e e e e b e e e nare e e e nne e e e e e e e annee PB2000- 007439-96-5
108025
MANGANESE CRIOTITE ...ttt ettt et b ettt e bt bt e st e e et e e saneenbeennnas 5
MANGANESE TIOXIAE ......viiiiiiieet ettt b e sttt et e e s b e e e e e e e 3-9
MaNED ..o 8—2
Methylcyclopentadienyl Manganese Tricarbony .. 3-3
6. MEhYIENE CRIOTIIE ..ottt ettt h ettt b e e b e s b et e bt e sab e et e e b e e nbeeannee s PB2000- 000075-09-2
108026
2 o 0= o 1= PP ST PR PR OPRRPPN PB2000- 000108-88-3
108028

Dated: November 9, 2000.
Georgi Jones,
Director, Office of Policy and External Affairs,
Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease
Registry.
[FR Doc. 00-29311 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4163-70-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention

[Program Announcement 01011]

Improving Contact Investigations in
Foreign-Born Populations; Notice of
Availability of Funds

A. Purpose

The Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) announces the
availability of Fiscal Year 2001 funds for
a cooperative agreement for improving
contact investigations in foreign-born
populations. This program addresses the
‘“‘Healthy People 2010,” focus areas of
Immunization and Infectious Diseases.

For the conference copy of “Healthy
People 2010,” visit the internet site
http://www.health.gov/healthypeople.

The purpose of this cooperative
agreement is to (1) improve contact
identification for foreign-born (FB) TB
cases; (2) improve completeness and
timeliness of screening for identified
contacts to FB TB cases; (3) improve the
interpretation of screening results for
contacts to FB TB cases in [a] the
context of screening results for U.S.-
born contacts to the same cases and [b]
using serum immunologic profile (IFN-
gamma and TNF-alpha) and results of
skin test screening with non-
tuberculous mycobacterial antigens to
aid interpretation of screening results
for FB contacts; and (4) improve
completion of treatment for latent TB
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infection for foreign-born contacts to
pulmonary TB cases. These funds will
be used to provide information for
public health officials and policy
makers to better understand methods for
conducting contact investigations in FB
populations and will provide improved
completeness and timeliness of
screening, interpretation of screening
results, and treatment for latent TB
infection for FB contacts to pulmonary
TB cases.

This cooperative agreement will
provide funds to build capacity at state
and local health departments to conduct
and implement protocol-driven
epidemiologic and operational research.
Such actions are consistent with
recommendations issued by the
Advisory Council for the Elimination of
Tuberculosis (ACET) calling for decisive
actions to: (1) Better understand the
changing epidemiology of TB to rebuild
the public health infrastructure; (2)
identify challenges and opportunities
for TB control in an era of changes in
health care organizations and delivery;
(3) recognize the interdependence of
global TB and TB in the United States;
and (4) develop and evaluate new tools
for TB diagnosis, treatment and
prevention.

B. Eligible Applicants

Assistance will be provided only to
official public health agencies of States
and territories, or their bona-fide agents
that are (1) current recipients of the
Tuberculosis Cooperative Awards
announced in PA 00001 and (2)
reported 200 or more TB cases in 1999,
of which at least 100 must be among
foreign-born persons. Eligible applicants
are the states of Arizona, California,
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Minnesota, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina,
Pennsylvania, Texas, Virginia, and
Washington and the cities of Chicago,
New York, Houston, Los Angeles, and
San Francisco.

C. Availability of Funds

Approximately $625,000 is available
in FY 2001 to fund up to 4 awards for
the initial 12-month budget period
within a project period of 2 years. It is
expected that the average award would
be $200,000 per year, ranging from
$175,000 to $235,000. Funding
estimates may change.

It is anticipated that awards will begin
on or about February 15, 2001.
Continuation awards within an
approved project period will be made
on the basis of satisfactory progress as
evidenced by required reports and the
availability of funds.

Direct Assistance

Applicants may request Federal
personnel as direct assistance in lieu of
a portion of financial assistance.

Use of Funds

Categorical funds are awarded for a
specifically defined purpose and may
not be used for any other purpose or
program. Funds for contractual services
may be requested; however, the grantee,
as the direct and primary recipient of
grant funds, must perform a substantive
role in carrying out project activities
and not merely serve as a conduit for an
award to another party or provide funds
to an ineligible party. Funds may be
used to support personnel and to
purchase equipment, supplies, and
services directly related to project
activities. Funds may not be used to
supplant state or local health
department funds or for inpatient care
or construction of facilities. Funds may
not be used to purchase drugs for
treatment. In addition, recipients must
maintain clear accounting records to
demonstrate that the funding awarded
under this cooperative agreement is
used toward the activities under this
announcement and remains separate
from any funding the recipient may be
awarded under other mechanisms.

Funding Preference

Funding preference will be applied to
ensure a balance of sites with
exclusively urban populations,
exclusively rural populations, and both
urban and rural populations.

D. Program Requirements

In conducting activities to achieve the
purpose of this program, the recipient
will be responsible for the activities
listed under 1. (Recipient Activities),
and CDC will be responsible for
conducting activities listed under 2.
(CDC Activities).

1. Recipient Activities

a. Access patients with tuberculosis,
latent tuberculosis infection, or recent
exposure to persons with active
tuberculosis (“contacts’) in the
implementation of protocols for
epidemiologic and operational research.

b. Conduct site-specific epidemiologic
and operational research activities in TB
which rely upon the implementation of
common, agreed-upon study protocols.

c. Within 3 months of award, attend
an investigator meeting at CDC with the
CDC Project Officer to develop a study
protocol, questionnaires, and data
abstraction forms.

d. Promptly obtain all necessary
human subjects protections assurances
from the Office for Human Research

Protections (OHRP). Submit protocol to
local IRB and work with CDC to finalize
protocol with appropriate approvals
from the local IRB and CDC IRB. Ensure
that the study is conducted according to
the IRB-approved protocol, including
that all policies to provide data security
and protect confidentiality are
implemented.

e. Complete retrospective review of
contact investigations done in the 12
months before this project according to
protocol. This will include reviews of
existing health department records of
TB cases, their contacts, and the contact
investigations.

f. Complete survey of recent TB cases,
their contacts, and community leaders
to identify social networks and major
contact sites, and to refine questions for
the structured interview format to be
used in case and contact interviews in
the prospective phase of the study.

g. Attend an investigator meeting at
CDC with the CDC Project Officer to
develop a prospective study protocol.
Input from an ethnographer, results of
the retrospective foreign-born study,
results of the social networking survey,
and preliminary results from the
prospective US-born contact
investigation study already ongoing at
CDC will be considered in developing
this protocol.

h. Conduct prospective study of all
foreign-born culture-positive pulmonary
TB cases age >15 years of age reported
during a specified 12-month period and
all their contacts. TB cases within each
project area will be selected according
to the protocol and their medical
records will be reviewed. Cases will be
interviewed in a structured format
according to the study protocol. It is
anticipated that there may be multiple
interviews of the source case to obtain
detailed information. Patients whose
HIV status is not known will be
encouraged to undergo HIV testing as
per CDC recommendations. An example
of the anticipated protocol activities is
summarized in Attachment 1.

i. Interview contacts. Review medical
records of contacts using a standard data
abstraction form. It is anticipated that
multiple interviews with contacts may
be needed to obtain detailed
information. Contacts whose HIV status
is unknown will be offered HIV testing.
All contacts without evidence of prior
Mycobacterium tuberculosis infection or
disease will receive a tuberculin skin
test when first identified as a contact
and at 12 weeks after their last contact
with the case while the case was
infectious. Those with positive
tuberculin skin tests will be evaluated
for preventive or curative therapy as
indicated.
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j. Test contacts with a panel of non-
tuberculous mycobacterial antigens to
determine whether supplementing
tuberculin skin test screening with these
antigens results in improved
identification of persons recently
infected with M. tuberculosis.

k. Obtain serum from close contacts
and test for a number of cytokines
known to be associated with the
immune response to M. tuberculosis
infection. This information will be used
to determine whether cytokine profiles
are a useful supplement to tuberculin
skin test screening for determining
whether recent M. tuberculosis
transmission has occurred.

1. Conduct targeted tuberculin skin
test screening in locations where the TB
case spent time according to procedures
and criteria specified in the study
protocol.

m. Monitor contacts with latent TB
infection to determine rates of treatment
for latent TB infection recommendation,
initiation, and completion. Reason for
not recommending, initiating, or
completing therapy will be delineated.

n. If secondary cases are identified,
send M. tuberculosis isolates from the
cases and their source case to the
designated regional laboratory for DNA
fingerprints.

o. Ensure that all data collected are
maintained in confidential and secured
files.

p- Send questionnaires and data
abstraction forms for study participants
to the CDC in accordance with the
frequency specified in the protocol.

2. CDC Activities

a. Assist in the development of a
research protocol for IRB review by all
cooperating institutions participating in
the research project. Assist in
development of a study protocol for
retrospective, social networking survey,
and prospective portions of the study.

b. The CDC IRB will review and
approve the protocol initially and on at
least an annual basis until the research
project is completed.

c. Organize and host a meeting at CDC
with all the principal investigators
within 3 months of awards being
granted.

d. Assist in development of
questionnaires and data abstraction
forms for collecting and reporting
results.

e. Collaborate as necessary in training
the persons interviewing cases and
contacts and doing the data abstraction
from medical records.

f. Assist as needed and review the
results of data analysis done locally.

g. Prepare study report and
disseminate findings.

E. Application Content

Use the information in the Program
Requirements, Other Requirements, and
Evaluation Criteria sections to develop
the application content. Your
application will be evaluated on the
criteria listed, so it is important to
follow them in laying out your program
plan. The narrative should be no more
than 15 double-spaced on 82 by 11"
pages (excluding budget justification),
printed on one side, with one inch
margins, and unreduced font.
Applications must be developed in
accordance with CDC Form 0.1246(E).
Pages must be clearly numbered, and a
complete index to the application and
its appendices must be included. The
original and each copy of the
application must be submitted
unstapled and unbound. Materials
which should be part of the basic plan
should not be in the appendices. For the
budget section, submit a Form 424A
(included in the Application Package)
and detailed line-item justification for
this focus area project. Applicants
should follow the outline below in
preparing the narrative.

1. Abstract (not to exceed 1 page):
Applicants should provide a summary
of their proposal and rational plan to
carry out the project activities.

2. Understanding the Project:
Applicants should describe their
knowledge of current research
conducted in this area, past studies and
existing literature. Applicants should
state clear study objectives for the
current proposed study. Applicants
should describe experience with
conducting thorough, timely, and
comprehensive contact investigations
for foreign-born TB cases and their
contacts, and the related public health
impact.

3. Methodology and Approach:
Applicants should describe a rational
plan to carry out the project activities,
including timely methods for the
identification of newly diagnosed TB
cases and their contacts; methods for
medical record review and source case
and contact interviews; ability to
integrate serologic and non-tuberculous
antigen testing portions of the study into
existing contact investigation
procedures; and ability to conduct
targeted location based screening in
immigrant communities. Recognition of
and plans for overcoming difficulties
that may be encountered during the
study should be described.

4. Program Management and Staff
experience: Describe the personnel who
will be involved in this project,
including information about who will
be responsible for general oversight and

management of this project. Include
descriptions of the experience required
for each proposed staff member to
conduct their assigned duties in the
proposed project and the projected time
commitment from each.

5. Data Management: Provide a brief
outline of data flow for the proposed
project. Provide a description how data
abstraction forms will be handled and
maintained. Provide a plan for updating
data abstraction forms as additional
information becomes available over
time. Provide a plan for including
quality assurance steps that will be used
in managing the data.

6. Budget: Provide an itemized budget
and supporting justification for the first
12 months of the anticipated 2-year
project.

F. Submission and Deadline

Submit the original and 2 copies of
the application including the CDC Form
0.1246(E). Forms are available at the
following Internet address: http://
www.cdc.gov/od/pgo/forminfo.htm or
in the application kit. On or before
January 5, 2001, submit your
application to the Grants Management
Specialist identified in the “Where to
Obtain Additional Information” section
of this announcement.

Deadline: Applications shall be
considered as meeting the deadline if
they are either:

(a) Received on or before the deadline
date; or

(b) Sent on or before the deadline date
and received in time for submission to
the independent review group.
(Applicants must request a legibly dated
U.S. Postal Service postmark or obtain
a legibly dated receipt from a
commercial carrier or U.S. Postal
Service. Private metered postmarks shall
not be acceptable as proof of timely
mailing).

Late Applications: Applications
which do not meet the criteria in (a) or
(b) above are considered late
applications, will not be considered,
and will be returned to the applicant.

G. Evaluation Criteria

Your application will be evaluated
individually against the following
criteria by an independent review group
appointed by CDC.

1. Understanding of the Project (20
Points)

The extent to which the applicant
demonstrates a clear understanding of
the public health impact of conducting
thorough, timely, and comprehensive
contact investigations for foreign-born
TB cases and their contacts as
demonstrated through experience, a
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knowledge of current research
conducted in this area, past studies,
existing literature, and the clarity of the
proposed study objectives.

2. Methodology and Approach (45
Points)

a. The extent to which the applicant
describes a rational plan to carry out the
project activities, including timely
methods for the identification of newly
diagnosed TB cases and their contacts;
methods for medical record review and
source case and contact interviews;
ability to integrate serologic and non-
tuberculous antigen testing portions of
the study into existing contact
investigation procedures; and ability to
conduct targeted location based
screening in immigrant communities.
Recognition of and plans for overcoming
difficulties that may be encountered
during the study are described.

b. The degree to which the applicant
has met the CDC Policy requirements
regarding the inclusion of women,
ethnic, and racial groups in the
proposed research. This includes:

(1) The proposed plan for the
inclusion of both sexes and racial and
ethnic minority populations for
appropriate representation.

(2) The proposed justification when
representation is limited or absent.

(3) A statement as to whether the
design of the study is adequate to
measure the differences when
warranted.

(4) A statement as to whether the
plans for recruitment and outreach for
study participants include the process
of establishing partnerships with
community(ies) and recognition of
mutual benefits.

(5) The proposed plan to address
language needs during the course of the
project.

(6) Delineate the countries of origin
from the major foreign-born populations
in the projected area.

(7) Describe the language capabilities
of staff proposed for this study.

3. Program Management and Staff
experience (20 Points)

The proposal clearly describes the (1)
qualifications, commitment, and
epidemiologic skills and experience of
the project director and his/her ability
to devote adequate time and effort to
provide effective leadership; (2)
qualifications and experience of other
staff involved in the project to
accomplish the proposed activity, and
their commitment and time they will
devote; (3) successful experience the
project director and staff have in
managing, coordinating and conducting
similar or related projects; (4) a study

coordinator with epidemiologic training
and experience who is able to devote at
least 50 percent of his or her time to this
project; and (5) facilities, space, and
equipment necessary for conducting the
project.

4. Data Management (10 points)

The proposal clearly describes how
data management and data validation
will be done.

5. The extent to which the applicant
demonstrates continued achievement of
the following National TB Program
Objectives (5 Points):

a. At least 90 percent of patients with
newly diagnosed TB, for whom therapy
for 1 year or less is indicated*, will
complete therapy within 12 months
(*please refer to the definitions in
“Reported Tuberculosis in the United
States, 1997 for more information). To
obtain a copy of this report, you may
order through the CDC Website http://
www.cdc.gov/nchstp/tb/ and go to
online ordering; or you may contact the
Communication and Education Branch,
Sherry Hussain, 404-639-8135.

b. At least 85 percent of infected
contacts who are started on treatment
for latent TB infection will complete
therapy.

c. Completeness of RVCT reporting on
HIV status for at least 75 percent of all
newly reported TB cases age 25—44.

6. Other (Not Scored)
a. Budget

Extent to which the budget is
reasonable, clearly justified, and
consistent with the intended use of the
funds.

b. Human Subjects

Does the application adequately
address the requirements of 45 CFR 46
for the protection of human subjects?

H. Other Requirements
Technical Reporting Requirements

Provide CDC with an original plus
two copies of:

1. Annual progress report, no more
than 90 days after the end of the budget
period;

2. Financial status report, no more
than 90 days after the end of the budget
period; and

3. Final financial and performance
report, no more than 90 days after the
end of the project period.

Send all reports to the Grants
Management Specialist identified in the
“Where to Obtain Additional
Information” section of this
announcement.

The following additional
requirements are applicable to this
announcement.

AR-1 Human Subjects Requirements

AR-2 Requirements for Inclusion of
Women and Racial and Ethnic
Minorities in Research

AR-4 HIV/AIDS Confidentiality
Provisions

AR-5 HIV Program Review Panel
Requirements

AR-7 Executive Order 12372 Review
AR-9 Paperwork Reduction

AR-10 Smoke-Free Workplace
Requirements

AR-11 Healthy People 2010
AR-12 Lobbying

I. Authority and Catalog of Federal
Domestic Assistance Number

This program is authorized under
section 317E of the Public Health
Service Act, 42 U.S.C. 247b—6, as
amended. The Catalog of Federal
Domestic Assistance number is 93.947.

J. Where To Obtain Additional
Information

This and other CDC Announcements
can be found on the CDC homepage
Internet address—http://www.cdc.gov.
Click on “Funding” then “Grants and
Cooperative Agreements.”

To obtain additional information,
contact: Carrie Palumbo, Grants
Management Branch, Procurement and
Grants Office, Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC), 2920
Brandywine Road, Room 3000, Atlanta,
GA 30341-2783. Telephone (770) 488—
2783. Email address: zri4@cdc.gov.

For program technical assistance,
contact: Your program consultant at
(404) 639-8125 and from Mary Reichler,
Project Officer, Division of Tuberculosis
Elimination, Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention, National Center for
HIV, STD, and TB Prevention, Division
of TB Elimination, 1600 Clifton Road,
Mailstop E-10, Atlanta, Georgia 30333.
Telephone: (404) 639-8118. E-Mail
Address: mrr3@cdc.gov.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
John L. Williams,

Director, Procurement and Grants Office,
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
(CDC).

[FR Doc. 00-29312 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4163-18-P
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. 0ON-1604]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Proposed Collection;
Comment Request; OTC Test Sample
Collection Systems for Drugs of Abuse
Testing

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing an
opportunity for public comment on the
proposed collection of certain
information by the agency. Under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (the
PRA), Federal agencies are required to
publish notice in the Federal Register
concerning each proposed collection of
information, including each proposed
extension of an existing information
collection, and to allow 60 days for
public comment in response to the
notice. This notice solicits comments on
information collection requirements for
over-the-counter (OTC) test sample
collection systems for drugs of abuse
testing.

DATES: Submit written or electronic
comments on the collection of
information by January 16, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Submit electronic
comments on the collection of
information to http://
www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/oc/
dockets/edockethome.cfm. Submit
written comments on the collection of
information to the Dockets Management
Branch (HFA-305), Food and Drug

Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852. All
documents should be identified with
the docket number found in brackets in
the heading of this document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peggy Schlosburg, Office of Information
Resources Management (HFA-250),
Food and Drug Administration, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857,
301-827-1223.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
PRA (44 U.S.C. 3501-3520), Federal
agencies must obtain approval from the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for each collection of
information they conduct or sponsor.
“Collection of information” is defined
in 44 U.S.C. 3502(3) and 5 CFR
1320.3(c) and includes agency requests
or requirements that members of the
public submit reports, keep records, or
provide information to a third party.
Section 3506(c)(2)(A) of the PRA (44
U.S.C. 3506(c)(2)(A)) requires Federal
agencies to provide a 60-day notice in
the Federal Register concerning each
proposed collection of information,
including each proposed extension of an
existing collection of information,
before submitting the collection to OMB
for approval. To comply with this
requirement, FDA is publishing notice
of the proposed collection of
information set forth in this document.
With respect to the following
collection of information, FDA invites
comments on: (1) Whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of FDA’s
functions, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(2) the accuracy of FDA’s estimate of the
burden of the proposed collection of

information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;
(3) ways to enhance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and (4) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques,
when appropriate, and other forms of
information technology.

OTC Test Sample Collection Systems
for Drugs of Abuse Testing—21 CFR
Part 809 (OMB Control Number 0910-
0368)—Extension

FDA has reclassified OTC test sample
collection systems for drugs of abuse
testing from class III (premarket
approval) into class I (general controls)
subject to restrictions established in
accordance with section 520(e) of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(21 U.S.C. 360j).

The labeling requirements for certain
in vitro diagnostic products require that
manufacturers of OTC test sample
collection systems for drugs of abuse
testing provide certain information to
consumers for the proper use of the test
sample collection system and for
interpreting the results. The purpose of
this regulation is to ensure that lay
persons collecting samples for testing
have adequate instructions for sample
collection and handling and for
receiving and understanding the test
results reported by laboratories
performing the analyses.

The most likely respondents to this
information collection will be
manufacturers of over-the-counter drugs
of abuse test kits.

FDA estimates the burden of this
collection of information as follows:

TABLE 1.—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN 1
: Annual frequency per Total annual
21 CFR section No. of respondents response responses Hours per response Total hours
809.10 20 1 20 100 2,000

1There are no capital costs or operating and maintenance costs associated with this collection of information.

Based upon submissions to the agency
(premarket notifications, premarket
approval applications, registration and
listing), FDA estimates that there will be
about 20 manufacturers of these devices.

FDA estimates, based upon
discussions with manufacturers of
similar devices required to comply with
21 CFR 809.10, that it will take
approximately 40 hours to gather the
information required by the rule, 40
hours to design and prepare the
labeling, and an additional 20 hours per

year to review and revise the labeling as
necessary.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
Margaret M. Dotzel,
Associate Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 00-29326 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4160-01-F

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. 96N-0393]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission for OMB
Review; Comment Request;
MedWatch: The FDA Medical Products
Reporting Program

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
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ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that the proposed collection of
information listed below has been
submitted to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for review and
clearance under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Submit written comments on the
collection of information by December
18, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
on the collection of information to the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, OMB, New Executive Office
Bldg., 725 17th St. NW., rm. 10235,
Washington, DC 20503, Attn: Wendy
Taylor, Desk Officer for FDA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark L. Pincus, Office of Information
Resources Management (HFA-250),
Food and Drug Administration, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857,
301-827-1471.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
compliance with 44 U.S.C. 3507, FDA
has submitted the following proposed
collection of information to OMB for
review and clearance.

MedWatch—The FDA Medical Products
Reporting Program (Forms FDA 3500
and FDA 3500A) (OMB Control Number
0910-02910)—Extension

Under sections 505, 512, 513, 515,
and 903 of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 U.S.C. 355,
360b, 360c, 360e, and 393), and section
351 of the Public Health Service Act (42
U.S.C. 262), FDA has the responsibility
to ensure the safety and effectiveness of
drugs, biologics, and devices. Under
section 502(a) of the act (21 U.S.C.
352(a)), a drug or device is misbranded
if its labeling is false or misleading.
Under section 502(f)(1) of the act it is
misbranded if it fails to bear adequate
warnings, and under section 502(j), it is
misbranded if it is dangerous to health
when used as directed in its labeling.

Under section 4 of the Dietary
Supplement Health and Education Act
of 1994 (the DSHEA) (21 U.S.C. 301),
section 402 of the act (21 U.S.C. 342) is
amended so that FDA must bear the
burden of proof to show a dietary
supplement is unsafe. Likewise for
cosmetics, the act does not give FDA the
authority to require manufacturers to
register their cosmetic establishments,
file data on ingredients, conduct safety
testing, or report cosmetic-related
injuries. Only postmarket surveillance
allows FDA to assess cosmetic problems
in the marketplace.

To carry out its responsibilities, the
agency needs to be informed whenever

an adverse event or product problem
occurs. Only if FDA is provided with
such information will the agency be able
to evaluate the risk, if any, associated
with the product, and take whatever
action is necessary to reduce or
eliminate the public’s exposure to the
risk through actions ranging from
labeling changes to the rare product
withdrawal. To ensure the marketing of
safe and effective products, certain
adverse events must be reported.
Requirements regarding mandatory
reporting of adverse events or product
problems have been codified in parts
310, 314, 600, 606, and 803 (21 CFR
parts 310, 314, 600, 606, and 803),
specifically §§310.305, 314.80, 314.98,
600.14, 600.80, 606.170, 606.171,
803.30, 803.50, 803.53, and 803.56.

To implement these provisions for
reporting of adverse events and product
problems with human medications,
devices, and biologics, as well as any
other products that are regulated by
FDA, two very similar forms are used
(an exception is biologic product
deviation reports). Form FDA 3500 is
used for voluntary (i.e., not mandated
by law or regulation) reporting of
adverse events and product problems by
health professionals and the public.
Form FDA 3500A is used for mandatory
reporting (i.e., required by law or
regulation). New biologic regulations
§§600.14 and 606.171 require that
biologic product deviation reports,
which are similar to drug product
problem reports, be submitted to FDA
via a different form. Reports of fatalities
as a complication of blood collection or
transfusion are reported as per
§606.170.

Respondents to this collection of
information are health professionals,
hospitals and other user-facilities (e.g.,
nursing homes, etc.), consumers,
manufacturers of biologics, drugs and
medical devices, and importers.

I. Use of the Voluntary Version (FDA
Form 3500)

Individual health professionals are
not required by law or regulation to
submit adverse event or product
problem reports to the agency or the
manufacturer. There is one exception.
The National Childhood Injury Act of
1986 mandates that certain adverse
events following immunization be
reported by health care providers to the
joint FDA/Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention Vaccine Adverse Event
Reporting System (VAERS). Vaccine
reporting should be submitted on Form
VAERS-1 (FDA).

Hospitals are not required by Federal
law or regulation to submit adverse
event reports on medications. However,

hospitals and other medical facilities are
required by Federal law to report
medical device-related deaths and
serious injuries, biological product
deviation reports, and reports of
fatalities as a complication of blood
collection or transfusion.

Manufacturers of dietary supplements
do not have to prove safety or efficacy
of their products prior to marketing, nor
do they have mandatory requirements
for reporting adverse reactions to FDA.
However, the DSHEA puts the onus on
FDA to prove that a particular product
is unsafe. Likewise for cosmetics, the act
does not give FDA the authority to
require manufacturers to register their
cosmetic establishments, file data on
ingredients, conduct safety testing, or
report cosmetic-related injuries. Only
postmarket surveillance allows FDA to
assess cosmetic problems in the
marketplace. If a problem is detected, it
is up to the agency to demonstrate that
the product is harmful when used
according to label directions or under
customary conditions of use.
Consequently, the agency is totally
dependent on voluntary reporting by
health professionals and consumers
about problems with the use of dietary
supplements and cosmetics.

The voluntary version of the form is
used to submit all adverse event and
product problem reports not mandated
by Federal law or regulation.

II. Use of the Mandatory Version (FDA
Form 3500A)

A. Drug and Biologic Products

In section 505(j) and 704 of the act (21
U.S.C. 374), Congress has required that
important safety information relating to
all human prescription drug products be
made available to FDA so that it can
take appropriate action to protect the
public health when necessary. Section
702 of the act (21 U.S.C. 372) authorizes
investigational powers to FDA for
enforcement of the act. These statutory
requirements regarding mandatory
reporting have been codified by FDA
under parts 310 and 314 (drugs) and
part 600 (biologics) of the Code of
Federal Regulations. Parts 310, 314, and
600 mandate the use of the FDA Form
3500A for reporting to FDA on adverse
events that occur with drugs and
biologics. Blood-related fatalities are
reported per §606.170.

B. Medical Device Products

Section 519 of the act (21 U.S.C. 360i)
requires manufacturers or importers of
devices intended for human use to
establish and maintain records, make
reports, and provide information as the
Secretary of Health and Human Services
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may by regulation reasonably require to
ensure that such devices are not
adulterated or misbranded and to
otherwise ensure its safety and
effectiveness. Furthermore, the Safe
Medical Device Act of 1990, signed into
law on November 28, 1990, amends
section 519 of the act. The amendment
requires that user facilities such as
hospitals, nursing homes, ambulatory
surgical facilities, and outpatient
treatment facilities report deaths related
to medical devices to FDA and to the
manufacturer, if known. Serious
illnesses and injuries are to be reported
to the manufacturer or to FDA if the
manufacturer is not known. FDA has
codified these statutory requirements
regarding mandatory reporting under
part 803. Part 803 mandates the use of
FDA Form 3500A for reporting to FDA
on medical devices.

C. Other Products Used in Medical
Therapy

There are no mandatory requirements
for the reporting of adverse events or
product problems with products such as
dietary supplements. However, the
DSHEA puts the onus on FDA to prove
that a particular product is unsafe.
Consequently, the agency is totally
dependent on voluntary reporting by
health professionals and consumers
about problems with the use of dietary
supplements. (Most pharmaceutical
manufacturers already use a one-page
modified version of the Form FDA
3500A where section G from the back is
substituted for section D on the front of
the form.)

D. Medical Device Baseline Information

The Medical Device Reporting form
(Form FDA 3417) relates specifically to
the individual device and must be
submitted with the first adverse event
on that device reported via Form FDA
3500A. The information collected
includes the basis for marketing (510(k),
PMA, etc.), product code for the device,
common name, location where
manufactured, and other identifying
information. The Health Industry
Manufacturers Association (HIMA) first
commented in 1992 on the redundancy
of information required for the Baseline
form stating that the information is also
collected by the agency though the
device listing process (Form FDA 2892)
and through Form FDA 3500A. In 1998,
HIMA commented again and, at the
request of OMB, FDA explored revising
Form FDA 3500A to include the
information required by the Baseline
form that is not collected through the
listing process.

In discussions with OMB it was
decided that FDA would not attempt to

revise Form FDA 3500A at this time, but
would proceed with collecting the
information required by the Baseline
form as a separate part of the device
listing process especially because some
of the information required by the
current Baseline form will be collected
in that listing as a change in the listing
regulations. Because the collection of
registration and listing information will
be through electronic means, the agency
envisions a menu option on the Internet
to facilitate the collection of the
remainder of Baseline information.

FDA has held stakeholder meetings
and discussed the new device
registration and listing system and using
the new device and listing system
electronic process as the vehicle for the
Baseline information collection at those
meetings.

The agency requested comments on
this proposed collection of information
in the Federal Register of July 26, 2000
(65 FR 45988).

FDA received comments from four
interested parties, but some comments
raised multiple concerns.

While the comments on the proposed
revisions to the form(s) were mainly
favorable, the agency has decided to not
revise either form at this time. This
decision reflects several concerns. The
financial burden that would be placed
on sponsors and others required to
report, and FDA if the forms underwent
revision, and the availability of other
avenues by which use of the voluntary
and mandatory forms can be optimized,
namely appropriate revision of
documents related to their completion.

One comment suggested more
detailed instructions for completing the
MedWatch form. The instructions for
the voluntary form 3500 were updated
and posted on the Internet in April 2000
and the instructions for 3500A were
extensively revised and posted May
2000 (http://www.fda.gov/medwatch/
report/instruc.htm). Regarding
voluntary reporting, updated
instructions for completing the 3500
form were posted on the MedWatch
homepage in December 1998 and April
2000. They are available by mail/fax
upon request. The revisions of both the
voluntary and mandatory instructions
for use were based on questions/
comments about adverse event/product
problem reporting received by the
agency over time. One main revision on
both forms was to include information
about reporting on reuse of medical
devices labeled for single use.

One comment suggested revising the
March 1992 guidelines to incorporate
MedWatch form use. FDA published a
revised guidance for industry entitled
“Postmarketing Adverse Experience

Reporting for Human Drug and Licensed
Biological Products: Clarification of
What to Report,” in August 1997 (http:/
/www.fda.gov/cder/guidance/
1830fn1.pdf). In this guidance it states
that the agency is still considering
comments received in response to the
proposed Federal Register of October
27,1994, and recommendations recently
developed by the International
Conference on Harmonization and plans
to propose additional amendments to its
postmarketing safety reporting
regulations. FDA also plans to prepare
a single consolidated guidance
document on this topic once the process
is concluded.

One comment suggested a FDA
industry-wide assessment of
consistency of MedWatch field use for
both devices and drugs. At this time a
formal assessment of the completion of
the forms is not planned. As stated
above, questions/comments about use of
the form and reporting have been
incorporated into the revised
instructions for use for both forms. This
issue can also be addressed in any new
proposed regulations or guidance
documents.

One comment suggested expanding
public education regarding
postmarketing events. The MedWatch
Office is in the process of developing
educational materials, primarily for
health professionals, to assist in the
overall effort to improve the quality of
MedWatch reports.

One comment was made about the
estimate of the “hours per response.”
Because the 3500A is used for
mandatory reporting subject to different
regulations (i.e., 21 CFR 310.305,
312.32, 314.80, 600.80, and part 803),
this estimate for reporting burden is
limited to completing the form.
Estimates of the burden placed on user-
facilities, importers and manufacturers
to investigate a report and compile the
necessary information would be
addressed in the final rules for those
regulations.

One comment suggested further
clarification of the August 1997
guidance for definitions of identifiable
patient and reporter. This topic is
currently being discussed in the World
Health Organization’s Council for
International Organizations of Medical
Sciences, Work Group 5.

One comment suggested focusing on
new or unusual events and to allow
reporting of known non-serious events
via line listing. This same commenter
suggested minimal data collection for
known and well-characterized cases.
These comments are addressed in the
August 1997 guidance for industry
entitled ‘“Postmarketing Adverse
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Experience Reporting for Human Drug
and Licensed Biological Products:
Clarification of What to Report.”

One comment suggested adding a box
to the 3500A form to require drug
manufacturers to state the date the
report was forwarded to FDA. This is
currently required for medical device
reporting, but not for drugs and
biologics. However, all manufacturers
must report the date received by the
manufacturer on form 3500A, section
G4. Many large manufacturers have data
bases that contain the date the
information was received and the date
the report was sent to FDA. As a
surrogate, these two dates can be

compared to see if the company is
fulfilling its requirements under the
regulations. The agency can use its
regulatory discretion in deciding
whether or not action is warranted in
the case of delayed reports. What is of
greater concern is the failure to report
and that cannot be detected by adding
this information to the form. Given that
the goal is for both pharmaceutical and
medical device industries to submit the
majority of mandatory reports
electronically, it would present a
financial burden to revamp systems to
accommodate a paper form that will be
virtually obsolete in the future.

One comment suggested a ‘“‘tick box
for a 30-day report,” for form 3500A. At
this time there is no requirement for a
30-day report.

As both the 3500 instructions and
3500A instructions can be updated
periodically based on questions/
comments from stakeholders and
statutory/regulatory changes, changing
the forms themselves is not seen as
necessary at this point.

At such time it is decided to
repropose revisions, FDA will consult
all interested parties for input into the
design.

FDA estimates the burden for this
collection of information as follows:

TABLE 1.—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN1

Annual
. Total annual Hours per
FDA center(s) (21 CFR section) No. of respondents frequency per responses responpse Total hours
response
CBER/CDER?2
Form 3500 16,198 1 16,198 0.5 8,099
Form 3500A (310.305, 314.80,
314.98, and 600.80) 600 455.2 273,109 1 273,109
CDRH3
Form 3500 2,650 1 2,650 0.5 1,325
Form 3500A (part 803) 2,046 24 49,305 1 49,305
CFSAN4
Form 3500 550 1 550 0.5 275
Form 3500A 0 0 0 1 0
No mandatory requirements
Total Hours 332,113
Form 3500 9,699
Form 3500A 322,414

1There are no capital costs or operating and maintenance costs associated with this collection of information.
2 Center for Biologics Evaluation and Research/Center for Drug Evaluation and Research.

3 Center for Devices and Radiological Health.
4 Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition.

FDA Form 3500 is for voluntary reporting. FDA Form 3500A is for mandatory reporting.
The figures shown in table 1 of this document are based on actual calendar year 1999 reports and respondents.

As more medical products are
approved by the FDA and marketed, and
as knowledge increases regarding the
importance of notifying FDA when
adverse events and product problems
are observed, it is expected that more
voluntary reports will be submitted.
Conversely, with the current plans for
increasing electronic submissions it is
expected that the number of mandatory
reports will decrease.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
Margaret M. Dotzel,
Associate Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 00-29324 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-F

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

[Docket No. 00ON-1435]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission for OMB
Review; Comment Request;
Substantial Evidence of Effectiveness
of New Animal Drugs

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that the proposed collection of
information listed below has been
submitted to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for review and
clearance under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Submit written comments on the
collection of information by December
18, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
on the collection of information to
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, OMB, New Executive Office
Bldg., 725 17th St. NW., rm. 10235,
Washington, DC 20503, Attn: Wendy
Taylor, Desk Officer for FDA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Denver Presley, Office of Information
Resources Management (HFA-250),
Food and Drug Administration, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857,
301-827-1472.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
compliance with 44 U.S.C. 3507, FDA
has submitted the following proposed
collection of information to OMB for
review and clearance.
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Substantial Evidence of Effectiveness of
New Animal Drugs—21 CFR Part 514—
(OMB Control No. 0910-0356)—
Extension

Description: Congress enacted the
Animal Drug Availability Act of 1996
(ADAA) (Public Law 104—250) on
October 9, 1996. As directed by the
ADAA, FDA published a final rule July
28,1999 (64 FR 40746), amending part
514 (21 CFR part 514) to further define
substantial evidence in a manner that
encourages the submission of new
animal drug applications (NADA’s),
supplemental NADA’s and encourages
dose range labeling. Substantial
evidence is the standard that a sponsor
must meet to demonstrate the
effectiveness of a new animal drug for
its intended uses under the conditions
of use suggested in its proposed
labeling. It is defined as evidence
consisting of one or more adequate and
well-controlled studies, such as a study

in a target species, study in laboratory
animals, field study, bioequivalence
study, or an in vitro study, on the basis
of which it could fairly and reasonably
be concluded by qualified experts that
the new animal drug will have the effect
it purports or is represented to have
under the conditions of use prescribed,
recommended, or suggested in the
labeling or proposed labeling thereof.
The provisions of § 514.4(a) provide the
agency with greater flexibility to make
case-specific scientific determinations
regarding the number and types of
adequate and well-controlled studies
that will provide, in an efficient
manner, substantial evidence that a new
animal drug is effective. The agency
believes this regulation over time, will
reduce the number of adequate and
well-controlled studies necessary to
demonstrate the effectiveness of certain
combination new animal drugs, will
eliminate the need for an adequate and

well-controlled dose titration study, and
may, in limited instances, reduce or
eliminate the number of adequate and
well-controlled field investigations
necessary to demonstrate by substantial
evidence the effectiveness of a new
animal drug.

Description of Respondents:
Respondents to this collection of
information are persons and businesses,
including small businesses. In the
Federal Register of August 16, 2000 (65
FR 49989), the FDA published a 60-day
notice concerning the proposed
extension of this collection of
information and requested comments.
No comments were received on the
estimated annual reporting burden. We
therefore believe the total burden
estimate of 544,036 hours for the annual
reporting and recordkeeping burden
should remain unchanged.

FDA estimates the burden of the
collection of information as follows:

TABLE 1.—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN1
: Annual frequency per Total annual
21 CFR section No. of respondents response responses Hours per response Total hours
514.4(a) 190 4.5 860 632.6 544,036

1There are no capital costs or operating and maintenance costs associated with this collection of information.

The estimated annual reporting
burden is based on consultation by the
Center for Veterinary Medicine with
several of the major research and
development firms that conduct the
majority of studies submitted to
establish substantial evidence of
effectiveness of new animal drugs and
agency records.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
Margaret M. Dotzel,
Associate Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 00-29325 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-F

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

Consumer Roundtable; Notice of
Meeting

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

The Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) is announcing the following
meeting: Consumer roundtable to
discuss consumer protection priorities
for the agency. The roundtable will
provide an opportunity for FDA to
engage in an open dialogue with

individual consumer stakeholders on a
variety of regulatory and consumer
oriented issues. The roundtable is part
of the agency’s ongoing consultation
with stakeholders.

Date and Time: The meeting will be
held on December 13, 2000, 9 a.m. to 4

.m.

Location: The meeting will be held at
the Penthouse Conference Room, Hubert
H. Humphrey Bldg., 200 Independence
Ave. SW., Washington, DC.

Contact: Karen R. Mahoney, Office of
Consumer Affairs (HFE-88), Food and
Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 301-827—
4393, FAX 301-827-2866, e-mail:
kmahoney@oc.fda.gov.

Registration: Preregistration is
required as space is limited. Send
registration information (including
name, title, organization name, address,
telephone, fax number, and e-mail) to
the contact person by December 6, 2000.

If you need special accommodations
due to a disability, please contact Karen
R. Mahoney (address above) at least 7
days in advance.

Background information on this
meeting will be available on the FDA
Internet site at http://www.fda.gov/
opacom/hpmeetings.html.

Transcripts: Transcripts of the
meeting may be requested in writing
from the Freedom of Information Office

(HF1I-35), Food and Drug

Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, rm.

12A-16, Rockville, MD 20857,

approximately 15 working days after the

meeting at a cost of 10 cents per page.
Dated: November 9, 2000.

Margaret M. Dotzel,

Associate Commissioner for Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-29424 Filed 10-15-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4160-01-F

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

Oncologic Drugs Advisory Committee;
Notice of Meeting

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

This notice announces a forthcoming
meeting of a public advisory committee
of the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA). The meeting will be open to the
public.

Name of Committee: Oncologic Drugs
Advisory Committee.

General Function of the Committee:
To provide advice and
recommendations to the agency on
FDA’s regulatory issues.



Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 222/ Thursday, November 16, 2000/ Notices

69319

Date and Time: The meeting will be
held on December 13, 2000, 8:30 a.m. to
5:30 p.m. and December 14, 2000, 8 a.m.
to 5:30 p.m.

Location: Holiday Inn, Versailles
Ballroom, 8120 Wisconsin Ave.,
Bethesda, MD.

Contact Person: Karen M. Templeton-
Somers, Center for Drug Evaluation and
Research (HFD-21), Food and Drug
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-827—-7001, e-
mail: SomersK@cder.fda.gov, or FDA
Advisory Committee Information Line,
1-800-741-8138 (301—-443-0572 in the
Washington, DC area), code 12542.
Please call the Information Line for up-
to-date information on this meeting.

Agenda: On December 13, 2000, the
committee will discuss: (1) New drug
application (NDA)20-726/S-006,
Femara (letrozole) Tablets, 2.5 mg,
Novartis Pharmaceuticals Corp.,
indicated as first-line therapy in
postmenopausal women with advanced
breast cancer; and (2) NDA 21-240,
histamine hydrochloride injection (1
mg/ml), Maxim Pharmaceuticals, Inc.,
indicated for adjunctive use with
interleukin-2 (aldesleukin) in the
treatment of adult patients with
advanced metastatic melanoma that has
metastasized to the liver. On December
14, 2000, the committee will discuss: (1)
Biologics license application (BLA) 99—
0786, Campath®, (alemtuzumab),
Millenium and Ilex Partners, LP., and
Millenium Pharmaceuticals, indicated
for the treatment of patients with
chronic lymphocytic leukemia who
have been treated with alkylating agents
and who have failed fludarabine
therapy; and (2) single patient
exemptions to the use of nonapproved
oncology drugs and biologics.

Procedure: Interested persons may
present data, information, or views,
orally or in writing, on issues pending
before the committee. Written
submissions may be made to the contact
person by December 6, 2000. Oral
presentations from the public will be
scheduled between approximately 8:45
a.m. and 9:15 a.m., and 1:30 p.m. and
1:45 p.m. on December 13, 2000, and
between approximately 8:15 a.m. and
8:45 a.m., and 1 p.m. and 1:15 p.m. on
December 14, 2000. Time allotted for
each presentation may be limited. Those
desiring to make formal oral
presentations should notify the contact
person before December 6, 2000, and
submit a brief statement of the general
nature of the evidence or arguments
they wish to present, the names and
addresses of proposed participants, and
an indication of the approximate time
requested to make their presentation.
After the scientific presentations, a 30-

minute open public session may be
conducted for interested persons who
have submitted their request to speak by
December 6, 2000, to address issues
specific to the submission or topic
before the committee.

Notice of this meeting is given under
the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. app. 2).

Dated: November 8, 2000.
Linda A. Suydam,
Senior Associate Commissioner.
[FR Doc. 00-29285 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-F

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

Advisory Council; Notice of Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92—463), announcement is
made of the following National
Advisory body scheduled to meet
during the month of December 2000.

Name: Advisory Commission on
Childhood Vaccines (ACCV).

Date and Time: December 6, 2000;
9:00 a.m.—5:00 p.m.

Place: DoubleTree Hotel, 1750
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland
20852.

The meeting is open to the public.

The full Commission will meet on
Wednesday, December 6, from 9:00 a.m.
to 5:00 p.m. Agenda items will include,
but not be limited to: a presentation of
the Petitioners Attorney Perspective, a
summary of the National Vaccine
Program Office (NVPO) Vaccine Risk
Communication Workshop, a
presentation on the Parent
Understanding of Immunication Survey
Results, and a FDA Workshop summary
on Evaluation of New Vaccines. Updates
from the Department of Justice and the
National Vaccine Program Office, and
routine program reports.

Public comment will be permitted
before lunch and at the end of the
Commission meeting on December 6,
2000. Oral presentations will be limited
to 5 minutes per public speaker. Persons
interested in providing an oral
presentation should submit a written
request, along with a copy of their
presentation to: Ms. Cheryl Lee,
Principal Staff Liaison, Division of
Vaccine Injury Compensation, Bureau of
Health Professions, Health Resources
and Services Administration, Room 8A—
46, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD
20857, Telephone (301) 443-6593.
Requests should contain the name,

address, telephone number, and any
business or professional affiliation of
the person desiring to make an oral
presentation. Groups having similar
interests are requested to combine their
comments and present them through a
single representative. The allocation of
time may be adjusted to accommodate
the level of expressed interest. The
Division of Vaccine Injury
Compensation will notify each presenter
by mail or telephone of their assigned
presentation time.

Persons who do not file an advance
request for a presentation, but desire to
make an oral statement, may sign-up in
the Conference Room at the DoubleTree
Hotel on December 6, 2000. These
persons will be allocated time as time
permits.

Anyone requiring information
regarding the Commission should
contact Ms. Lee, Division of Vaccine
Injury Compensation, Bureau of Health
Professions, Health Resources and
Services Administration, Room 8A—46,
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland
20857, Telephone (301) 443-6593.

Agenda items are subject to change as
priorities dictate.

Dated: November 13, 2000.
Jane M. Harrison,

Director, Division of Policy Review and
Coordination.

[FR Doc. 00-29327 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

Advisory Council; Notice of Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Public Law 92-463), announcement is
made of the following National
Advisory body scheduled to meet
during the month of December 2000.

Name: Council on Graduate Medical
Education (COGME).

Date and Time: December 13, 2000; 8:30
a.m.—4:30 p.m.; December 14, 2000; 8:30
a.m.—10:30 p.m.

Place: Holiday Inn Capitol, 550 C Street,
SW., Washington, DC 20024.

The meeting is open to the public.

Agenda

The agenda will include: Welcome and
opening comments from the Administrator,
Health Resources and Services
Administration; the Associate Administrator
for Health Professions; and the Acting
Executive Secretary of COGME. New COGME
members will be introduced. The Council
will be given an update on the COGME and
the National Advisory Council on Nurse



69320

Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 222/ Thursday, November 16, 2000/ Notices

Education and Practice (NACNEP) Report.
There will be presentations on the Hispanic
Physician Workforce and on Regional Trends
in the Physician Workforce. The Council will
hear reports from its work groups on GME
Financing and Physician Workforce. There
will be a discussion on future directions for
the Council.

Anyone requiring information regarding
the meeting should contact Stanford M.
Bastacky, D.M.D., M.H.S.A., Acting Executive
Secretary, Council on Graduate Medical
Education, Division of Medicine and
Dentistry, Bureau of Health Professions,
Room 9A-27, Parklawn Building, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20857,
telephone (301) 443-6326.

Agenda items are subject to change as
priorities dictate.

Dated: November 9, 2000.
Jane M. Harrison,

Director, Division of Policy Review and
Coordination.

[FR Doc. 00—29328 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4160-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Office of the Secretary

John H. Chafee Blackstone River
Valley National Heritage Corridor
Commission; Notice of Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with Section 552b of Title 5, United
States Code, that a meeting of the John
H. Chafee Blackstone River Valley
National Heritage Corridor Commission
will be held on Thursday, November 16,
2000.

The Commission was established
pursuant to Public Law 99-647. The
purpose of the Commission is to assist
federal, state and local authorities in the
development and implementation of an
integrated resource management plan
for those lands and waters within the
Corridor.

The meeting will convene at 7 p.m. in
the Capron Conference Room of the
Quaker Inn & Conference Center the
following reasons:

1. Approval of Minutes

2. Chairman’s Report

3. Executive Director’s Report

4. Planning Subcommitte Report

5. Public Input

It is anticipated that about twenty
people will be able to attend the session
in addition to the Commission
members.

Interested persons may make oral or
written presentations to the Commission
or file written statements. Such requests
should be made prior to the meeting to:

Michael Creasey, Executive Director,
John H. Chafee Blackstone River Valley
National Heritage Corridor Commission,

One Depot Square, Woonsocket, RI
02895; Tel.: (401) 762-0250.

Further information concerning this
meeting may be obtained from Michael
Creasey, Executive Director of the
Commission at the aforementioned
address.

Michael Creasey,

Executive Director BRVNHCC.

[FR Doc. 00-29391 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-RK-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Office of the Secretary
National Invasive Species Council

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Comment Period
Extension—Second Draft of the National
Invasive Species Management Plan,
“Meeting the Challenge.”

SUMMARY: The National Invasive Species
Council announced the availability of
the draft National Management Plan on
October 2, 2000, for a public review
period of 45 days. Pursuant to Executive
Order 13112, this Plan was due in
August of this year. In response to a
number of requests, the Council is
extending the comment period for an
additional 15 calendar days. The new
deadline for submitting comments will
now be 6:00 p.m. (eastern) on Friday,
December 1, 2000.

Availability: Copies of the draft Plan
can still be obtained via the Council’s
website: www.invasivespecies.gov; or
by contacting the Council Staff at 202—
208-6336 (phone); 202—-208-1526 (Fax);
or by e-mail at
invasivespecies@ios.doi.gov.

Where to Send Comments: Comments
can be submitted to the Council Staff via
regular mail to the address below, via e-
mail at invasivespecies@ios.doi.gov, or
by fax to 202—-208-1526.

ADDRESSES: National Invasive Species
Council, 1951 Constitution Avenue,
NW., Suite 320, Washington, DC 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kelsey Passe, National Invasive Species
Council Program Analyst; E-mail:
Kelsey_Passe@ios.doi.gov; Phone: (202)
208-6336; Fax: (202) 208-1526.

Dated: November 13, 2000.
Lori Williams,

Executive Director, National Invasive Species
Council.

[FR Doc. 00-29416 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-RK-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

Information Collection To Be
Submitted to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for Approval Under
the Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) for
the Boating Infrastructure Grant
Program; Correction

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice; Correction.

SUMMARY: We published a notice on
October 24, 2000 (65 FR 63606) with a
date for the receipt of comments on or
after December 26, 2000. The corrected
date should be on or before December
26, 2000.

DATES: We will accept comments on this
notice on or before December 26, 2000.

ADDRESSES: The public must make
comments and suggestions directly to
the Office of Management and Budget,
Office of Regulatory Affairs, 725 17th
Street NW, Washington, DC 20503; and
Rebecca Mullin, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service Information Collection Officer,
4401 North Fairfax Drive, Room 222,
Arlington, VA 22203.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steve Farrell, (703) 358-2156, Division
of Federal Aid, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
October 24, 2000, we published a notice
requesting comments on Information
Collection for approval under the
Paperwork Reduction Act for the
Boating Infrastructure Grant Survey
Program. The DATES caption stated that
comments should be submitted on or
after December 26, 2000. The correct
date for accepting comments from the
public is on or before December 26,
2000.

Accordingly, in FR Doc. 00-27109
published at 65 FR 63606 on October
24, 2000, on page 63607, in column 1,
correct the DATES caption to read as
follows:

DATES: Interested parties must submit
comments on or before December 26,
2000.

Dated: November 9, 2000.

Rebecca A. Mullin,

Information Collection Officer, Fish and
Wildlife Service.

[FR Doc. 00—-29308 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

Notice of Receipt of Applications for
Permit

Endangered Species

The following applicants have
applied for a permit to conduct certain
activities with endangered species. This
notice is provided pursuant to Section
10(c) of the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531, et
seq.):

Applicant: Steven N. Mitchell, Douglas,
GA, PRT-034848
The applicant requests a permit to

import the sport-hunted trophy of one

male bontebok (Damaliscus pygargus
dorcas) culled from a captive herd
maintained under the management
program of the Republic of South Africa,
for the purpose of enhancement of the
survival of the species.

Applicant: Academy of Natural
Sciences, Philadelphia, PA, PRT—
678963
The applicant requests renewal of

their permit to export and re-import

non-living museum specimens of
endangered and threatened species of
plants and animals previously
accessioned into the permittee’s
collection for scientific research. This
notification covers activities conducted
by this applicant for a period of five
years.

Marine Mammals

The public is invited to comment on
the following application for a permit to
conduct certain activities with marine
mammals. The application was
submitted to satisfy requirements of the
Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972,
as amended (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) and
the regulations governing marine
mammals (50 CFR 18).

Applicant: Michael Deschamps,

Brooktondale, NY, PRT-035274

The applicant requests a permit to
import a polar bear (Ursus maritimus)
sport-hunted from the McClintock
Channel polar bear population Canada
for personal use.

Written data or comments should be
submitted to the Director, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Division of
Management Authority, 4401 North
Fairfax Drive, Room 700, Arlington,
Virginia 22203 and must be received by
the Director within 30 days of the date
of this publication.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife has
information collection approval from
OMB through February 28, 2001. OMB
Control Number 1018-0093. Federal

Agencies may not conduct or sponsor
and a person is not required to respond
to a collection of information unless it
displays a current valid OMB control
number.

Documents and other information
submitted with these applications are
available for review, subject to the
requirements of the Privacy Act and
Freedom of Information Act, by any
party who submits a written request for
a copy of such documents to the
following office within 30 days of the
date of publication of this notice: U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, Division of
Management Authority, 4401 North
Fairfax Drive, Room 700, Arlington,
Virginia 22203. Phone: (703/358—2104);
FAX: (703/358-2281).

Dated: November 9, 2000.
Lisa Lierheimer,
Acting Chief, Branch of Permits, Division of
Management Authority.
[FR Doc. 00-29307 Filed 11-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

Receipt of Application for Endangered
Species Permit

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of receipt of application
for endangered species permit.

SUMMARY: The following applicants have
applied for permits to conduct certain
activities with endangered species. This
notice is provided pursuant to Section
10(c) of the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et
seq.).

If you wish to comment, you may
submit comments by any one of several
methods. You may mail comments to
the Service’s Regional Office (see
ADDRESSES). You may also comment via
the internet to
“victoria_davis@fws.gov”. Please
submit comments over the internet as an
ASCII file avoiding the use of special
characters and any form of encryption.
Please also include your name and
return address in your internet message.
If you do not receive a confirmation
from the Service that we have received
your internet message, contact us
directly at either telephone number
listed below (see FURTHER INFORMATION).
Finally, you may hand deliver
comments to either Service office listed
below (see ADDRESSES). Our practice is
to make comments, including names
and home addresses of respondents,
available for public review during

regular business hours. Individual
respondents may request that we
withhold their home address from the
administrative record. We will honor
such requests to the extent allowable by
law. There may also be other
circumstances in which we would
withhold from the administrative record
a respondent’s identity, as allowable by
law. If you wish us to withhold your
name and address, you must state this
prominently at the beginning of your
comments. We will not; however,
consider anonymous comments. We
will make all submissions from
organizations or businesses, and from
individuals identifying themselves as
representatives or officials of
organizations or businesses, available
for public inspection in their entirety.
DATES: Written data or comments on
these applications must be received, at
the address given below, by December
18, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Documents and other
information submitted with these
applications are available for review,
subject to the requirements of the
Privacy Act and Freedom of Information
Act, by any party who submits a written
request for a copy of such documents to
the following office within 30 days of
the date of publication of this notice:
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1875
Century Boulevard, Suite 200, Atlanta,
Georgia 30345 (Attn: Victoria Davis,
Permit Biologist). Telephone: 404/679—
41